THE MIDDLE EAST 


In whose cause is Britain 
preparing to fight? 


(SEE PAGE FOUR) 


nalist comment 


AT 


This uncommon market 


Angry French sheepfarmers, in danger of 
being driven to the wall by cheap-priced 
British lamb imports, waylay British farmers’ 
lorries arriving in France and obstruct their 
journeys to their destinations — in one case 
setting fire to a lorry with a large complement 
of sheep inside it. British Government 
ministers protest indignantly to their French 
counterparts, demanding that adequate police 
protection be given our lorry-drivers and their 
loads. Meanwhile, on a road in Kent unknown 


Britons stop a French lorry and inflict a” 


thorough thrashing on its driver, presumably 
in retaliation for what British truckers have 
had to suffer the other side of the Channel. As 
for the French police, they seem to be only 
half-hearted in their determination to catch 
the hi-jackers and sheep-burners and bring 
them to justice. Many locals in the Central 
Region of France near the town of Nevers, 
where the incidents happened, are known to 
be aware of the identities and whereabouts of 
the culprits but are unwilling to report them. 

All this is of course very deplorable. 
Deplorable is the inhuman action of burning 
the sheep alive. Deplorable is the revenge 
attack on the French lorry driver. Deplorable 
is the French police inaction in apprehending 
the heads of the gangs committing the attacks’ 
on British lorries. 


Sp 


| VICTIM OF POLITICIANS’ FOLLY 
British lorrydriver in France, prevented by French farmers from delivering his load 


But behind all this deplorability and 
deploring certain realities are asserting 


themselves. The French farmers, from all 


accounts, would appear to have a thoroughly 
justifed grievance, not so much against the 
British exporters who are threatening to ruin 
them, but against their own Government 
that is allowing them to be ruined. The attacks 
on the British lorries are symbolic gestures 
made to emphasise a political point. The party 
to which the point is being addressed is the 
Government of M. Francois Mitterand, whose 
policy is clearly to eliminate a large part of 
what remains of France’s once very large 
farming community. A major weapon of this 
war against the French farmer is rising taxes, 
which are delivering many to ruin. Another is 
the spiralling debt system. Yet another is the 
dumping of under-priced foreign farm 
products, including our own. 
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Worshippers at the altar of the ‘free market’ 
will'no doubt say that this is all to the good, if 
French farmers happen to be less efficient and 


competitive than their foreign rivals. But 


against this there would be Frenchmen who 
would assert that it is in the vital interests of 
France to retain a strong and thriving farming 
industry and population, and if this means 
being less competitive than some others — so- 
be it. Much the same argument has raged over 
a large component of Britain’s manufacturing 
industry. In that argument it was the will of the 
‘free marketeers’ that prevailed — with the 
result that in the place of many less than fully | 
efficient and competitive industries we now 
have no such industries at all, or else just small 
fragments of industries that once existed, now 
largely owned by foreign capital. 

The argument concerning French farming is 
of course one for the French to resolve, and is 
not our business in Britain. But what the whole 
conflict underlines is that, contrary to fashion- 
able belief, the various member nations in the 
European Community have, in many spheres, 
fundamentally different and sometimes 
conflicting interests. The attempt to gloss over 
this and pretend that Europe has one single 
interest, instead of a variety of different 
national ones, is producing, not European 
harmony, but European conflict. 

Would not Britain and France, for instance, 
get on so much better if our forces of 
production, industrial and agricultural, were 
geared to our market and those of the French 
were geared to theirs. They would be entitled 
to impose protective barriers against our lamb 
while we imposed protective barriers against 
their Renaults, Peugots and Citroens that 
litter our roads and are helping, along with 
German, Japanese, Swedish and Dutch motor 
vehicles, to flush our own motor industry 
down the drain. 

The conflict in France over British lamb 


must be profoundly embarrassing to all the 


whose 


holier-than-thou Euro-dreamers, 


s 


theory it has been across the last three decades 
that once we have all the European countries 
rolled up together in one supra-national 
economy and one supra-national state the old 
European antagonisms would disappear! The 
French farmers are currently causing these 
people to eat their words. Burning sheep alive 
is a damned unpleasant and unforgivable way 
to do it, but the point is valid nonetheless: a 
single Europe leads to a bitterly divided 


Europe, not a more closely united one. 


Love thine enemy 


Rape is possibly the most ghastly experience 
to which any woman could be Subjected, and 
in every case of this abominable crime it is our 
deepest instinct to feel sympathy with the 
victim. It can sometimes happen, however, 
that such sympathy is modified when we hear a 
few more details of the case and know a little 
more about the female on the receiving end. 

This must have been in the thoughts of many 
when they heard that Miss Jill Saward, the 
victim in the sexual assault at the Ealing 
vicarage in March 1986, was going to tell her 
story to the Daily Mail. It is the tendency of 
normal woman who have suffered this 
horrifying experience to wish to keep it as 


_ private as possible, and courts trying rape 


cases nowadays make it a practice to permit 
the victims to give evidence without their 
identities being made public. Miss Saward, on 
the other hand, seemed to want to tell the 
world about what happened to her. And of 
course the Daily Mail, being a newspaper out 
to boost circulation, was in great haste to her 
door to get the scoop. 

Miss Saward is a vicar’s daughter, and her 
father in fact was present at the time of her 
ordeal and witnessed it in full. Subsequently 
he was reported as not feeling any animosity 
towards the rapists but in fact ‘forgiving’ them! 
This total perversion of all normal human 
biological instincts is something to which we 
have become accustomed with people in the 


Rev. Saward’s profession, and so we were not: 


entirely surprised to hear of his attitude. This 
predictability, however, did not lessen our 
sense of revulsion. 

Miss Saward, of course, would have been 
brought up in a good christian atmosphere and 
no doubt has been trained to make good 
christian responses to life’s problems. Here is 
what she had to sav when it came to her 
present feelings about the animals who 
violated her:- 

“Can I forgive those men? There’s no point in 

praying the words if I’m not prepared to put 

them into action. God will know if I mean 
them, even if no-one else does. My views on 
forgiveness are already sorted out. 

“Life is too short. No-one knows what is 

going to happen next. There is no real 

problem in praying for the men. I know the 
consequences of not forgiving others, and do 
not intend to be destroyed by them.” 


So, let us all get out our prayer-mats and 
join the lady in her communion with the 
almighty on behalf of her assailants! Or 
perhaps there are some who feel that the 
vomiting bowl would be a more appropriate 
implement. 

Miss Saward then goes on to relate how she 
began to hope that she had become pregnant 
as a result of the rape. She consulted a 
psychiatrist (a Dr. Kiosk type, no doubt) and 
he said that he saw nothing wrong with her 


wanting to carry the child of one of the rapists. 
Indeed, said he, pregnancy could have been 
the one good thing that happened as a result of 
he rape! 

Needless to say, Miss Saward being a good 
christian, it would not occur to her to feel 
horror at the thought of bearing a child 
carrying the genes of the sub-human who 
ravished her. All God’s children ar ‘equal’, 
you see. Such concerns about genetic inherit- 
ance are things that exist only in the minds of 
‘nazis’, ‘racists’ and other such awful people. 

The next instalment of the story (Thursdav, 
September 13th) finds the lady recalling her 
impressions in court when confronted for the 
first time by one of the men who attacked her. 
Here 1s what she has to say about him:- 


‘**..He is smart, well-shaven, his hair is 
decently cut. Quite an attractive-looking 
young man. Not capable of doing much 
harm...” 


And the next day (Friday, September 14th) 
she is speaking of her thought of the men who 
raped her being in prison. And do you know 
what? She is worried for them! “Knowing of 
conditions in prison I fear, at times, for the 
men who attacked us. I know it has not been 


easy for them, and I can’t see the outside world 


being much of a picnic for them when thev are 
released.” 

How truly touching! 

It is not of course beyond the bounds of 
possibility that the horrific experience 
undergone by Miss Saward at her home four 
vears ago might have damaged her mind as 
well as, quite understandably,’ injured her 
emotions. What is more probable, however, is 
that she is simply her father’s daughter. Born 
and raised in a vicarage and coming, no doubt, 
strongly under his influence from an early age, 
she seems to have become a victim to the 
peculiar form of mental derangement 
that is a common product of that tvpe of 
environment. Thus can she fear for and pray 
for her attackers, even find one of them 
‘attractive’. One is left wondering what would 
happen if these unspeakable vermin turned up 
one day at the Ealing vicarage? Would it be 
engaging in fantasy to speculate that the Rev. 
Saward and his daughter would immediately 
have the teacups out in welcome for them? 

In places like Iran, it appears, they react 
differently to these phenomena. In one of the 
probably very rare cases of child molestation 
to come up there, the culprit, it was reported 
recently, was heaved over the side of a 
mountain. No doubt Mr. and Miss Saward 
would abominate such judicial processes. But 
as for us, we would hazard a guess that in the 
domain of the Ayatollahs women and children 
are able to walk about much more safely than 
in dear christian, ‘liberal’ Britain. 


What is ‘relevant’ music? 


Mr. Mark Elder, the man appointed as 
conductor of the BBC Symphony Orchestra 
for the Last Night of the Proms before he was 
sacked a few days prior to the event, is truly a 
man of our times. 

Mr. Elder decided that, as a matter of 
conscience, he could not include such songs as 
‘Land of Hope and Glory’ and ‘Rule 
Britannia’ in the programme because of his 
fear that they would be inappropriate at a time 
when British forces were being sent to the 


Middle East and might become involved in 


war there. Said he: ““The words of those songs 


come from an age that was able and happy to 


celebrate Britain’s irresistible march across 
the world...I think that the sentiments that 
produced ‘Rule Britannia’ do not apply to our 
time but belong to the 18th century.” In 
another part of his statement Mr. Elder was 
reported as saying that such songs are “no 
longer relevant” to the age in which we live. 

How dearly beloved is this word ‘relevant’ 
to progressives, liberal-thinkers and other 
people who find themselves at home in the 
20th century! But when we come to music just 
what is ‘relevant’ supposed to mean? A piece 
of music is either good, bad or indifferent. 
What it certainly cannot be is ‘relevant’ or 
‘irrelevant’. We could say that marxism and 
communism have become totally ‘irrelevant’ 
to the problems confronting the world today. 
But this does not lead us to dismiss as no 
longer ‘relevent’ such songs as “The Internat- 
ionale’ and ‘The Marseillaise’, which have 
distinct historical associations with those 
things. Both happen to be very good tunes. As 
for the lyrics, you can like or dislike them, 
according to your preference. Most people 
who read this magazine would probably 
dislike them but would certainly not classify 
them in terms of ‘relevance’ or ‘irrelevance’ — + 
preferring to leave this pastime to the 
pompous asses of the left, of which Mr. Elder 
sounds very much like one such. 

The ex-conductor made another curious 
comment when speaking to the press about the 
matter. Speaking of his experience since he 
had first conducted the Last Night three years 
ago, he said that he had tried to include music 
from overseas “‘so it is not a purely nation- 
alistic event.” 

This just about takes the biscuit! 
Throughout the entire Proms programme, 
which includes several concerts, there is a 
predominance of “music from overseas” so 
that the festival is hardly likely to qualify for 
the description of being excessively ‘“‘nation- 
alistic.”’ It is just on the final night that it has 
become a tradition to feature. music purely by 
British composers. And why the hell not? 
Would we expect nations elsewhere in Europe 
not to promote any concerts whose 
programme comprised music only by their 
own composers? Do the French, for instance, 
never put on concerts consisting solely of 
works by Berlioz, Bizet, Gounod, Debussy, 
Ravel and other compatriots? This is hardly 


likely. 


The one good thing in this affair is that the 
BBC promptly sacked Mr. Elder as a result of 
his nonsense. It would be nice to think that the 
Beeb did so because it’s bosses objected to the 
conductor’s anti-patriotic sentiments, but this 
is hardly likely. More probable is that they had 


an ear to the opinions of the music-loving 


public. Well at least that is a step in the right 
direction, and one for which we should be 
thankful. 


A national disgrace 


British film-producer David Puttnam had 
intended to make a picture about the RAF 
Lancaster bomber heroes of the World War II. 
However, he could not raise the money in this 
country and had to go to America for it. The 
result? The heroes in his movie are now the 
Flying Fortress crews of the USAAF! 

Another victory for Mrs. Thatcher’s ‘free 
market’ principles, wouldn’t you say? 
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HUMBUG SEIZES 


THE HIGH GROUND 


JOHN TYNDALL dissects a popular interpretation of 
Britain’s Middle East posture 


BRITAIN is contributing to the build-up of 
armed forces in the Middle East against 
Saddam Hussein, not in defence or futherance 
of any special interest, but solely because it is 
morally right to oppose the Iraqi leader. That is 
a theme that has recurred regularly in recent 
press commentaries and underlain the speeches 
of numerous Government representatives. 
Sunday Telegraph editor Peregrine Wors- 
thorne made the point with great fervour in a 
leader article on September 16th, when he 
said:- 


“A good, logical, rational case could have 
been made for Britain not to get involved in 
any military action against Iraq. Britain is 
lucky enough not to rely on Middle East oil. 
Lots of Third World countries swallow their 
neighbours without Britain feeling the need 
to punish the aggressor. There were no treaty 
obligations with Kuwait...If Britain had 
wanted to do nothing, therefore, that choice 
would not necessarily have been against the 
national interest. 
“But a rational consideration of the national 
interest is not enough to determine such 
matters. National character comes ‘into it as 
well. It could be that the British people, or 
enough of them, feel they ought to punish 
Iraq, not because it is in their interest to do so, 
but because it is in their character to do so...” 


Mr. Worsthorne went on to reminisce about 
World War II, when Churchill asked rhetor- 
ically: “What kind of people do they (the 

. Japanese in this case) think we are?” By that 
time, said Worsthorne, “he knew the answer. 
We were the kind of people who would stop at 
nothing to give the Axis powers a good 
hiding.” Stop at nothing? Not even a careful 
and thoughtful consideration of whether we 
might lose our Empire and our position as a 
great power as a result? Apparently so. Giving 
the Axis powers, particularly Hitler’s 

Germany, “a good hiding? was the great 
imperative of the moment, and we were acting 
according to this imperative because it was 
‘morally right’. Putting in jeopardy our entire 
future as a leading nation, as well as 
exhausting ourselves economically and 
placing ourselves for the foreseeable future in 
bondage *to America, were considered 
justified prices to pay for such a policy. By 
such selfless and altruistic behaviour, accord- 
ing to the thinking of Mr. Worsthorne, does a 
country like Britain gain the moral high 
ground among the nations. And it is the same 
today with our Middle Eastern stance. This 
stance Mr. Worsthorne was at pains to 
compare with those of the Germans and 
Italians, whose instinctive attitude, according 
to him, was: “Let the Americans do their own 
dirty work.” 

Worsthorne went on to remark how critics 
pointed out that Britain was no match for 
Germany or Japan when it came to wealth 
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creation, or even for France or Italy. “But,” 
he rejoined, “when it comes to shouldering 
world responsibilities we are more than a 
match.” And he continued:- 


“...We are what we are. Other countries are 
what they are. No doubt Britain’s gentle- 
manly high culture and its so-much-mocked 
and deplored anti-industrial education system 
have militated against our being top of the 
productivity league. But perhaps now that is 
just as well, since in the post-cold-war world 
there is a new job to be done that desperately 
needs a major European country with a rather 
different kind of genius. 

“That job is to help build and sustain a new 
world order stable enough to allow the 
advanced economies of the world to functjon. 
without constant interruption and threat fr6m 
the Third World...Threats to this new werld 
order from countries like Iraq will be regular 
and frequent, requiring constant intervention 
from the advanced nations...” 


THE SUICIDE MENTALITY 


Peregrine Worsthorne is an enigma. On 


‘some occasions in recent years he has been 


known to put his pen to articles containing 
degrees of courage and common sense well 
above the average among the leaders of 
journalism in this country. But then, 
interspersed with these and with at least equal 
frequency, there have been offerings distin- 
guished only by the most depressing inanity. 
This latest piece comes without any doubt into 
the latter category. Perhaps though we should 
at least grant to it the concession that does 
contain some grain of truth when it states that 
Britain’s present response to the Middle 
Eastern crisis, aS with similar responses to 


conflicts elsewhere and at other times in this . 
and the last century, is indicative of something ` 


in the national character. There certainly 
seems to be a quirk in the Anglo-Saxon psyche 
(the phenomenon is visible in American 
WASPs as well as others of British stock 
elsewhere) which permits moral outrage to 
escalate to such proportions that it overrides 
all rational judgement of prudence and 
interest. The historian Correlli Barnett, 
writing in The Collapse of British Power, 
observed of the Victorians that... 
“...a moral conscience was the ultimate 
luxury afforded the middle classes by 
commercial success and national security. 
Thanks to the warmaking and aggrand- 
isement of the past, they were able now to 
disdain and condemn unscrupulous self- 
seeking in other powers, just as the rich are 
able to rise above envy. The beneficiaries of 
the broadsides of Trafalgar and the volleys of 
Waterloo could safely indulge in their 
humanitarian and peaceable sentiments. ” 


And, it could be added, perhaps the early 
Americans and other transplanted Britons, 
the masters of vast and wealthy territories far 


beyond the reach of any serious international 
rival, could also, from similar Olympian 
heights, nurture in their minds belief in a 
world order governed by principles of morality 
and ‘fair play’ in which the brutal instinct of 
self-interest could be subordinated to what 
Mr. Worsthorne has loftily described as 
“world responsibilities. ”’ 

But of course the dangerous weakness of 
this outlook is that if a nation allows it to come 
to dominate all thinking and policy it will 
become committed to one international 
adventure after another that will so weaken 
and exhaust it, and so deplete its resources, - 
that it will be left with little but high moral 
ideals and nothing much to defend or enforce 
them with. That has certainly come to be the 
case with Britain as we approach the end of the 
20th century. It may well also become the case 
with America in the fullness of time. Already 
US global power, while still pre-eminent, is 
not nearly so decisively so as it was in the early 
aftermath of World War II. Moralistic , 
liberalism abroad has led the Americans into a 
series of conflicts in other continents where no 
vital US interest was at stake and gravely 
eroded the will of its people to make military 
sacrifices. Moralistic liberalism at home has 
created a country no longer the possession of 
the North Europeans who founded it, no 
longer homogeneous, no longer a ‘nation’ in 
any meaningful sense. And economic liber- 
alism, underpinned by the same high-minded 
moral principles, has permitted the foreign 
conquest of American industry and the foreign 
plunder of American resources. It is possible 
to envisage a time, perhaps in the 21st century, 
when the once mighty United States becomes 
like Britain has become in the century 
preceding, an international. governess 
preaching to mankind about the morality of 
this and the morality of that but wholly lacking 
in the muscle to enforce the morality of 
anything. 

Notwithstanding all that has been said, 
however, I for one have never doubted that in 
millions of Britons, Americans and others of 
similar stock there is much in this moral sense 


that is completely sincere — misguided 


perhaps, but genuine nonetheless. The 
phenomenon seems to stem from something in 
our nature that seeks an outlet for a powerful 
idealism, and finds it in an ordering of the 
planet in accordance with rules and ethics that 
we have found eminently suitable to the 
ordering of our own internal societies. 


Perhaps it is that the economically and strateg- 


ically favourable circumstances in which our 
countries have found themselves placed 
during the past couple of centuries have 
shielded us from the truth that the two 


‘moralities, international and domestic, cannot 


possibly operate according to the same 
Contd. on next page 


criteria, that the second can never serve as a 
model for the first. 

The fairest thing that one can say about a 
writer such as Peregrine Worsthorne — and 
I am going to say it for want of evidence to the 
contrary — is that he is a sincere and genuine 
adherent of this righteously idealistic view of 
world politics, as undoubtedly are great 
numbers of British newspaper-readers who 
submit letters to correspondence columns 
calling for British Saint Georges to go and slay 
foreign dragons who have, in some quarter of 
the globe or another, violated everything that 
they hold good and decent in international 
behaviour. In this immense reservoir of 
Anglo-Saxon rectitude and propriety there lies 
the fuel of popular support that politicians 
need to back up their actions. Maybe without 
this sense of idealism Britain might, like the 
French for example, have avoided many of the 
costly foreign policy blunders that have so 
greatly drained her strength as a nation; on the 
other hand, without it we simply would not be 
the people we are. 


THE REAL MOTIVES 


All this, however, presupposes that Mr. 
Worsthorne is right in his assumption that 
British acts of foreign policy have been 
prompted by the high-minded moral consider- 
ations that he claims they have been, and that 
our stance against Saddam Hussein is just the 

latest manifestation of that tradition. 

In fact the assumption is arrant nonsense. If 
British policy had been founded on a 
consistent set of principles with regard to 
opposing acts of aggression, there are a whole 
series of incidents around the world in which 
we would have become obliged to take 
military action — whereas in fact we never did 
anything of the kind. 

Mr. Worsthorne refers to Britain’s resolve, 
in Churchill’s time, to “give the Axis powers a 
good hiding? — presumably because those 
powers had attacked and annexed the 
territories of their neighbours. Well, when the 
Germans in 1939 marched into Poland (the 
official casus belli for the start of World War 
II) this was followed only a very short time 
later by a Soviet occupation of the eastern half 
of that country. No high-minded ‘moral 
principles’ were allowed at the time to 
provoke a British response similar to the one 
which followed the German action. Nor, when 
the Soviets annexed the Baltic States, did 
Britain feel bound to send troops to oppose 
them. 

In the post-war period there has been a 
succession of armed invasions of weaker states 
by stronger ones, beginning with the Soviet 
occupations of the various countries of 
Eastern Europe ‘liberated’ by the Red Army 
in 1944 and 1945. Poland, Czechoslovakia, 
Hungary, Rumania and Bulgaria were all 
overrun and had Soviet puppet governments 
imposed upon them which have existed right 


up to this last year. When the Hungarians in 


1956 and the Czechs in 1968 dared to challenge 
these puppet governments Red Army tanks 
moved in to crush them. In none of these cases 
did Britain feel bound to take action in their 
defence, let alone give the Russians “ʻa good 
hiding.” 

Of course, we were in no position to take 
such action even had we wanted to — that goes 
without saying. But this only underlines the 


JUST WHOSE INTERESTS WILL THEY BE DEFENDING? 


Members of the 7th Armoured Brigade preparing to go to the Middle East to oppose Saddam 


fact that our responses to situations of this kind 
are conditioned by factors of realpolitik and 
not of ‘morality’. Were the latter the case, we 
would be permanently at war somewhere in 
the world, and sometimes in more than one 
place at the same time, intervening whenever 
an act of aggression had been committed 
against whatever country. 

The very same considerations of realpolitik 
ruled that we should not take action when the 
Soviets invaded Afghanistan at the outset of 
the 1980s. We did not do so, not because the 
circumstances were fundamentally different 
from the those of the recent Iraqi invasion of 
Kuwait, but because in one case we would 
have been dealing with a great power with the 
strongest army in the world, while in the other 
we were dealing with a poor Third World 
nation of only a fraction the size and resources. 

Iraq invaded Iran, also at the outset of the 
previous decade. Neither Britain nor America 
rushed forces to Iran’s defence because she 
had been the aggressed-against party. We left 
the Iraqis and the Iranians to battle it out. 
Why? Because, for different reasons, we did 
not like the complexion of the regimes of 
either country. It was not a question of the 
‘moral’ principle of opposing aggression 
whenever and wherever it manifested itself; it 
was a question of determining whether the 
interests at stake were interests we wanted to 
bolster up — or not. We decided not. 


AND WHAT ABOUT ISRAEL? 


But surely the most blatant of all cases of 
brutal aggression, accompanied by the most 
inhumane occupation of others’ territory, has 
been provided, again and again, by the State of 
Israel. In 1982 its forces invaded the Lebanon 
and committed several atrocities there, only 
withdrawing when it suited the Israeli Govern- 
ment to do so. Since then we have witnessed 
the continued occupation of Gaza and the 
West Bank and the vicious oppression of the 
Palestinians there who dared to oppose their 
conquerers. 


We have witnessed Israeli. 


soldiers and police beating up small children 
and setting fire to Palestinian families’ homes. 
Where have Britain and the United States 
stood in all this? There has been a bit of mild 
tutting now and then when Israeli brutality 
appeared in its most extreme manifestations. 
Aside from this, Britain and the US have done 
nothing! 

The catalogue is endless. We could go back 
to World War II and examine the barbarous 
actions committed by the Allies in that war, 
with the acquiescence, and sometimes the 
direct participation, of Britain: the bombing of 
Dresden, the forced repatriation at the end of 
the war to Stalin’s Russia of men who dared 
fight against communism; the cynical betrayal 
of Poland after we had been pleased to use. 
Polish units in our war effort against Hitler — 


on the promise that the independence of their 


country would be guaranteed afterwards. One 
could go on and on, if there were the time and 
space. 

Of course, apologists for British actions, or 
inaction, in all these cases could claim that 
the necessities of state made it impractical at 
the time for us to have acted otherwise. That 
may be true or it may not be true. But what 
such claims do establish is that Britain, just as 
much as any other nation, is bound by certain 
political realities which circumscribe her 
freedom of action in world affairs and dictate 
policy in a manner far removed from consider- 
ations of right and wrong. The proposal, 
therefore, that we have a special claim to 
occupation of the moral high ground in inter- 
national affairs — above those of the French, 
Germans, Italians and others — amounts to 
the grossest humbug. | 


WHY ARE WE OPPOSING SADDAM? 


There would be no national dishonour 
whatever — indeed it would be a sign of 
mature statesmanship — if Britain’s stance of 
opposition to the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait 
were adopted out of a cool and dispassionate 
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HUMBUG SEIZES 


THE HIGH GROUND 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


consideration for the British national interest 


and not shaped by considerations of moral 
outrage. Most certainly, interests are the 
factor that has prompted the Prime Minister to 
send forces there to assist the Americans. But 
are the interests British ones? That is entirely 
another question. 

As Peregrine Worsthorne has indicated, 
Britain is not dependent on Middle East oil. 
The Americans are and so indeed are France, 
Germany, Italy and most other countries of 
the EC. If events in the Middle East had been 
allowed to take their course, and regarded as 
an Arab affair to be resolved by Arabs (as 
indeed is the case), the likely outcome is that 
there would have been a rise in oil prices 
affecting those nations depending on Middle 
Fast oil imports. But such a price rise would 
not have been without limits, as market forces 
would have intervened to curtail it. As 
mentioned in a commentary in these pages last 
month, the Arabs need to sell their oil just as 
their customers need to buy it. 

Armed intervention by the US and others in 
the quarrel is not anyway preventing such an 
increase in the price of oil; we have already 
experienced a steep rise in that commodity 
and are likely to see further rises. Short of 
stationing a massive force permanently in the 
region and compelling the Arabs to part with 
their oil at prices convenient to the West, there 
is no way that we can prevent these increases 
being maintained in the present circum- 
stances. And even if we could, against this 
must be set the enormous cost of the military 
operation in the Gulf now being mounted, a 
cost which could escalate to proportions 
beyond our wildest nightmares. So where then 
is there the vital national interest — whether 
to Britain, the US, France or the others — in 
the present military action? 


IF NOT OUR INTEREST, WHOSE? 


Absence of any evidence of ral national 
interests at stake in the Gulf leads us to ask: 
exactly in whose interests are forces being sent 
there? As is so often the case, Ivor Benson, 
writing in the September 1990 issue of Behind 
the News, is well worth listening to:- 


“Unless Saddam Hussein makes some 
desperate attempt to break out of the 
encirclement now taking shape, it can be 
predicted with a reasonable degree of 
confidence that the present Middle East crisis 
will not explode into a shooting and bombing 
war in the immediate future. 

“Meantime, however, one of the major short- 
term objectives of the new global imperialism 
has been achieved: that of establishing right in 
the middle of the Arab world a powerful 
military presence of infinite duration, capable 
of being enormously expanded. 

“A headline in the Washington Jewish Week 
newspaper says it all in a few words: ‘Good 
news for Israel.’ 

“There can be no future for the State of Israel 
within its existing boundaries and in a 
relationship of eternal hostilty with the 
Islamic states to the north and east. For Israel 
there is only one imaginable future: as the 
geographic base for a new world order; that 
means territorial expansion and the neutral 
isation of all the Islamic states. 
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“So, it is war they want, but one in which 
others will fight and bleed. That is Zionism; 
Israel can have no other meaning for world 
Jewry.” 


Mr. Benson continues:- 


“Whether Saddam Hussein’s invasion of 
Kuwait was deliberately planned in advance 
and made to happen is an arguable question; 
the more likely explanation is that the attack 
was known to be pending, could have been 
prevented, but was deliberately permitted to 
proceed. 

“What happened, therefore, has the 
appearance of having been planned and 
executed from the West. 

‘Certainly nothing more advantageous to the 
external power and more disadvantageous to 
the Arabs and the Islamic world in general 
could have been planned. 

“What the people of the West — indeed of the 
whole world — need most urgently to know is 
that the dangerous situation into which they 
have been drawn has little or nothing to do 
with the stated objects of the present inter- 
vention, but has everything to do with a form 
of power-politics which has already given the 
world an age of conflict and suffering 
unprecedented in recorded history.” 


EARLIER BETRAYAL 


In the same article the writer goes on to 
remind us that in World War I Britain 
promised independence to the Arabs of the 
Ottoman Empire in return for their particip- 
ation in the war against Turkey, while at the 
same time negotiating with France, Russia and 
Italy for a treaty that would divide the whole 
region between the four powers. Here is 
illustrated just one more example of the fact 
that high-minded moral principles have by no 
means always been the criteria of Britain’s 


foreign policy actions during the present. 


century, as the likes of Mr. Worsthorne would 
prefer us to believe. Again, Britain was seen 
quite cynically betraying those who had helped 


her in a war — all in the cause of a ruthless and - 


pragmatic realpolitik. But, as in so many other 
cases, it was not a realpolitik in the 
Bismarckian tradition, conceived in a rational 
regard for patriotic interests; it was a 
realpolitik designed to serve other interests. 
And what interests but those of the “new 
global imperialism” to which Mr. Benson has 
referred, a global imperialism that has Israel 
at its centre — as Mr. Benson says, “the 
geographic base for a new world order...” 

= This reference to a “new world order” 
brings us back to Mr. Peregrine Worsthorne, 
who in his Sunday Telegraph leader has, as 
quoted, used exactly the same term. “That job 
(Britain’s in the Middle East), Mr. 
Worsthorne said, is to help build and sustain a 
new world order stable enough to allow the 
advanced economies of the world to function 
without constant interruption and threat from 
the Third World...” Is the Sunday Telegraph 
editor deliberately writing in code here, or is 
he merely parroting a piece of phraseology 
that has been suggested to him by one of his 
advisors? I have given him the benefit of the 
doubt earlier on and presumed that he is 
sincere in his belief that Britain’s actions in 
20th century world politics have been under- 
taken for idealistic motives. If it is right to 
attribute this sincerity to him, we must assume 
that the phraseology used which refers to a 


“new world order” is something he has simply 
picked up without truly understanding the 
meaning of it. We, however, should be in no 
doubt as to such an understanding. It means an 
order of the nature that Mr. Benson has 
described: a new global imperialism, Zionist- 
inspired, with Israel at its centre and enforced 
by the troops and armour of the United States 
and its satellite powers, of which Maggie 
Thatcher’s Britain is clearly the most willing 
and enthusiastic. As for the economies of the 
advanced nations of the world being allowed 
to function, that does not for one moment 
mean what the ordinary reader may suppose it 
to mean: it does not mean the advanced 
nations of the world being in possession of 
their vital lifelines of economic existence; it 
means those nations being kept in their place 
as the mere sub-branches of a new global 
economy, firmly regulated and kept in line by 
International Finance and dragooned, by 
gradual degrees, into an eventual world state 
under a world government. 

As for the Third World constantly inter- 
rupting and threatening this world order, what 
is meant here — whether or not Mr. Wors- 
thorne knows it — is that the Islamic nations, 
by practising a financial code fundamentally 
different from that of the usurious code of 
International Finance, and by their 
possession, through Middle Eastern oil, of a 
vital strategic asset, are likely to provide a 
dangerous bulwark against the global 
imperialism of which Mr. Worsthorne speaks. 
What is not widely recognised is that, in this 
regard, the Islamic nations of the Middle east, 
far from being our own national enemies, are 
potentially our friends — for it is as much in 
our vital national interests to break free of that 
global imperialism as it is in theirs. Because 
the global imperialism completely owns US 
presidents, just as it does British prime 
ministers, our two nations have become its 
servants and its executors of policy. That is 
why the Americans are in the Middle East. 
That is why we are there. That is why France is 
there. It is not coincidental that all three 
nations harbour immensely powerful and 
influential Jewish lobbies that are able to 
make and unmake heads of government. It is 
perhaps not coincidental that Germany and 
Italy do not harbour such lobbies. These 
nations, as mentioned by Mr. Worsthorne, are 
striving to keep out of the present Middle 
Eastern imbroglio — prudently, as it happens. 

Thus we see revealed the real reasons why 
Britain is embroiled in the present Gulf 
conflict and is committed to smashing Saddam 
Hussein. It all reads rather less nobly than the 
image of Britannia crusading on behalf of the 
weak and the defenceless, as journalists like 
Mr. Worsthorne would like to depict it. It 
would be satisfying to our national vanity for 
us to believe that Britain’s actions in the 
modern world have been motivated by such 
pure-hearted considerations. It would, 
however, be an illusion. What we have done in 
the 20th century we have done in defence of 
interests. Had they been our own interests, 
there would be some justification for our 
actions, however distasteful at times they may 
have been. As it is, it has not been our own 
interests that we have served but those of 
others — thus compounding the shame and the 
disgrace of what we have done. And in the 
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WAR ON A RACIAL BASIS 


IVOR BENSON examines the background to 


the Guinness case 


This article was first published in the 
September 1990 issue of Behind the News, 
obtainable from PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 
1740, South Africa, to which we owe acknow- 
ledgements. In reproducing the article, we wish 
to make it clear that we interpret the writer’s 
comments on the activities of certain members 
of the Jewish community not to be intended as 
applicable to all members of that community, a 
great many of whom would deplore the high- 
level financial machinations exemplified in the 
Guinness affair. Mr. Benson has at one point in 
his article referred to “the Jewish Nation,” 
which implies an organised and corporate body * 
with corporate policies conceived in accord- 
ance with Zionism; this is not to be confused 
with individual Jews, who may not necessarily 
support Zionism nor see themselves as 
anything other than citizens of the states in 
which they live. 


THE TRIAL of Ernest Saunders, Gerald 
Ronson, Anthony Parnes and Sir Jack Lyons 
on various charges in connection with the 
Guinness company takeover of the Scottish 
Distillers Corporation momentarily lifted the 
lid on what we have in this service down the 
years described as a ‘criminal overworld’, 
corresponding in ‘many ways to a widely 
publicised criminal underworld. 

Momentarily revealed to a startled British 
public was a weird combination of high 
finance, politics, corruption and philanthropy, 
but few who read the newspapers or watched 
the television would have realised that the 
Guinness case was only a small portion of a 
vastly greater drama involving giants of 
business and high finance on both sides of the 
Atlantic, nor would they have understood 
what bearing all this has on national and inter- 
national politics. 

What we have witnessed is a tumble of the 
mighty on an Olympian scale, all brought 
about by one of them, the New York wheeler- 
dealer Ivan Boesky, who over-reached himself 
on Wall Street and then ratted on the others, 
for which he was rewarded with a sentence 
which, for him, was a virtual let-off — namely 
three years of ‘soft’ imprisonment and a $100- 
million disgorging of ill-gotten gains. 

The nearest any British national newspaper 
came to an explanation of it all was a short 
piece in the Sunday Telegraph of October 18th 
1987, when that paper’s assistant editor 
Graham Patterson drew attention to what he 
called ‘‘a racial element in the takeover battle 
for Distillers. ‘“This greatest of all Scottish 
companies,” he said, owner of such 
quintessentially Scottish brands as Johnnie 
Walker, White Horse and Haig whiskies — 
was fought over on a racial basis.” 

One fact ignored by all the media but 
discussed in every City wine bar, Pall Mall 
club, etc., said Patterson, was that the accused 
were Jewish. 

So what does it all mean? Those who are 
able to put together all the pieces of a giant 


jigsaw puzzle, and not only those directly 
connected with the Guinness case, find 
themselves in front of a grand tableau for 
which these words would be a suitable title: 
“War: the Jewish Nation versus the Rest.” 


‘UNDECLARED WAR’ 


Pieces which were hitherto inexplicable are 
then suddenly found ‘to make perfectly good 
sense. It explains first of all why the ‘baddies’ 
on both sides of the Atlantic were all Jewish 
and, almost to a man, fabulously wealthy. It 
also explains the fact that all the giants of 
business and high finance involved in the 
recent scandals in Britain and America were 
huge donors to Jewish charitable and other 
causes and all enthusiastic supporters of the 
state of Israel. 

But the multi-millionaires Ronson and 
Lyons were also massive supporters of certain 
non-Jewish causes. Ronson was a leading light 
on the advisory council of the Prince of 
Wales’s charitable organisation Youth 
Business Trust, a trustee of the Natural 
History Museum, etc., and Lyons was for 
many years much in the public eye as a 
supporter of the London Symphony 
Orchestra, the Royal College of Music, the 
Shakespeare Birthplace Trust, etc. 

How could those who have done so much 
good also be guilty of doing so much harm? 

The apparent contradiction vanishes as we 
consult the big picture of what has been going 
on, and will no doubt continue to go on, for we 
see with the utmost clarity how ‘good works’ 
can be used to mask consciously evil or hostile 
intentions. 

Where a state of war exists, whether 
declared or undeclared, a dual moral code is 
inevitably practised, a code which draws the 
clearest distinction between ‘we’ and ‘they’, 
amity, co-operation and benevolence among 
‘us’ and enmity towards ‘them’. 

In such a war, conducted almost exclusively 
in the realm of the mind, concealment and 
deception are factors of major importance; 
and it goes without saying that easy access to 
those most prominent and influential among 
‘them’ — Prince Charles, Margaret Thatcher, 


‘LYONS 


etc. — and universal acceptance as ‘friends’, 
confer an enormous secret advantage on ‘us’, 
the Jews. 

But is it true that a state of war exists? Is it 
not possible that the word ‘war’ should be 
understood rather in a metaphorical sense, as 
when such words are used by the sports 
writers? 

Part of the answer to such questions will be 
found in a report in the April 7th issue of the 
London Jewish Chronicle which began as 
follows:- 


“Following one of he largest investigations in 
the history of the US financial community, 
the US has brought charges against the man 
considered an architect of the last decade’s 
countrywide takeover craze.” | 


The man concerned was 42-year-old 
Michael Milken, a Los Angeles investment 
banker and reputed to be one of America’s 
richest men, who had been charged with illegal 
stock manipulations and irregularities in 
connection with his work as head of the so- 
called ‘junk bonds’ department of Drexel 
Burnham Lambert, one of the nation’s top 
investment banking houses. 

What happened to Saunders, Ronson, 
Parnes and Lyons in Britain is only part of the 
huge  chain-reaction of consequences 
produced by the downfall of Milken. 

The Jewish Chronicle reminds its readers 
that Milken and others involved in the junk 
bond scandal were munificent contributers to 
Jewish charitable and other causes, and the 
paper’s New York correspondent sums up as 
follows:- 


“It may be, however, that Mr. Milken’s 
greatest impact on the Jewish community life 
is not through his gifts but through his 
corporate raiding. eOnly 15 years ago 
sociologists reported that the ownership of 
major US corporations was largely restricted 
to a small hereditary class of White 
Protestants. Now, largely as a result of 
corporate raiding, some of the most powerful 
names in. the US business world are Jews, 
many of them graduates of Mr. Milken’s 
seminars. Moreoever, unlike earlier 
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WAR ON A RACIAL BASIS 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


generations which have made good, the 
Milken generation has maintained — and 
even increased — its public identifjcation with 
Judaism.” (Emphasis added). 


What is this if not war? What does it mear. if 
not that ‘we, the Jews’ have succeeeded by evil 
means, legitimised by a state of war, in 
dislodging from positions of power many of 
‘them, the White Protestant Christians’? — 
those Protestant Christians being, of course, 
the heirs of the pioneering families, now 
largely defenceless against cunningly 
contrived ‘combined operations’ in the realm 
of high finance. 

Viewed in this context, the ‘good works’ of 
big operators like Ronson and Jack Lyons 
acquire a meaning very different from that 
which gets through to the public and to leaders 
like Prince Charles, Margaret Thatcher and 
the Queen, and through them to innumerable 
others immediately below in the echelons of 
power and influence. 

This simple fact of power politics was 
demonstrated in the Guinness case by the 
personal letter which Lyons wrote to Prime 
Minister Mrs. Thatcher and was reckoned by 
Saunders and his associates to be worth every 
penny of three-million pounds. 

Sir Jack’s cunningly worded letter, asking 
only for ~ ‘even-handed’ treatment of the 
Guinness request to be allowed to put in 
another bid for Distillers, placed Mrs. 
Thatcher in an invidious situation. The reply 
her ‘friend’ should have got was a note from 
her private secretary informing him that the 
Prime Minister fully trusted her Department 
of Trade and Industry to be even-handed in its 
dealings with Guinness. Knowing, however, 
what enormous power hovered behind Sir 
Jack, she answered quite differently, as any 
realistic politician would feel bound to do: she 
asked if she could refer his letter to an official 
of the department, whom she named. 


Whatever happened thereafter, Sir Jack’s 
letter was considered cheap at the price, for 
the Guinness bid was not referred to the 
Monopolies Commission, as had been feared. 

There we see how political leaders are 
compromised. At Lyons’s invitation — in the 
circumstances almost a command — Mrs. 
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Thatcher also attended a lunch at the offices of 
Bain & Co., the firm of management 
consultants that was actively involved in the 
Guinness takeover bid, another guest so 
honoured by the mighty being Jeffrey Archer, 
the novelist and former deputy chairman of 
the Conservative Party. 

In fact, Britain’s Prime Minister, like 
political leaders in all the western countries, 
finds it expedient, on a more or less regular 
basis, to make genuflections towards a great 
power outside and above party politics. For 
example, quite recently she travelled to Israel 
to lay a foundation stone at a hospital built by 
Ronson, who is not only a multi-millionaire in 
his own right but heads a Jewish foundation 
which owns some 60 per-cent of the financial 
empire that goes by his name. 


‘THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS’ 


Those who are aware of such realities were 
not surprised to learn that less than 48 hours 
after they had been sentenced Saunders, 
Ronson and Parnes were moved from Brixton 
Jail, the worst in Britain, to Ford Prison in 
West Sussex, the best in the country, more like 
a health farm, where they will have access to 
telephones and enjoy many other privileges. 
Nor was that all; while they were in Brixton 
Jail they were not required to ‘double up’ with 
other inmates in a cell but were placed in a 
more comfortable hospital wing. 

What this uneven-handed treatment 
signifies is that the executives of British party 
politics acknowledge that the three men are 
regarded by their own community and its 
leaders, not as common criminals but as 
‘warriors’ who have suffered the misfortunes 
of war and must be treated accordingly. 

“A good man goes to jail,” says the heading 
over an article in which the London Jewish 
Chronicle discusses the verdict and sentences 
in the Guinness trial, great emphasis being 
placed on what the judge said about Ronson’s 
services to ‘the community’. 

There is no derogatory reference to any of 
the accused, and for Ronson nothing but the 
warmest praise. Nor in two separate pieces 
about the trial is there any reference to the 
essentially criminal character of the offences 
committed. On the contrary, the laws contra- 
vened are referred to as belonging to a ‘grey 
area’ of the law. 


Language of condemnation and indignation 
is reserved for Today newspaper, which is 
accused of printing a piece about the trial 
“which reeks of anti-semitism.” Rupert 
Murdoch’s_ mass-circulation tabloid had 
alleged that a ‘Kosher Nostra’, the Jewish 
equivalent of the Mafia’s ‘Cosa Nostra’, would 
support the wives of the Guinness men. The 
Today paper had added: “‘It was through this 
close-knit band of Jewish businessmen and 
financiers that the guilty Guinness quartet 
carved their paths as captains of industry.” 

Our comment is that there is far more to it 
than a ‘Kosher Nostra’ crime syndicate, as has 
been explained. 


Postscript 


è In April this year Boesky was released after 
completing two-thirds of a three-year 
sentence, served in the poshest minimum- 
security prison in California, where he worked 
in the prison dairy and found leisure time 
enough to win several tennis trophies on its 
clay courts. 


e Michael Milken comes up for sentence in 
New York on October 1st. In plea-bargaining, 
a regular feature of American trial procedure, 
he has admitted six criminal charges and 
offered to pay $600 million in fines and 
restitution. Meanwhile, the judge has been 
inundated with letters from the chief 
executives of major companies singing his 
praises as a donor to ‘good causes’. 

The junk-bond exercise can now be seen as 
one of the major causes of the failure of 
hundreds of savings and loans banks all over 
America. In many cases there were collateral 
deals in which the owner or manager of the 
bank was richly rewarded for investing at great 
risk the savings of his clients. 


è Like the heirs of almost all the great western 
pioneering families who launched huge enter- 
prises, the descendants of Arthur Guinness 
have lost all control over the great company 
that bears their name. For cosmetic reasons, 
the head of the family, Lord Iveagh, figures as 
non-executive president, but all of Arthur’s 
descendants combined — and there are many 
— now own only 2.5 per-cent of the shares. 


MORE A HEALTH FARM... 
Ford, the luxury prison in Sussex where the 
Guinness swindlers have been sent 


COME BACK THE STATE, 
ALL IS FORGIVEN! 


TED FROSTICK attacks the ‘free market’ doctrine now 
prevalent in the ranks of British Conservatism 


The following is an abridgement of an article 
first published in Round Robin, a newsletter 
circulated by the Tory Action group and 
obtainable from PO Box 179, Harrow, 
Middlesex. We reproduce it to show that liberal 
‘free market’ doctrines do have some 
challengers in the Conservative Party, though 
we would hasten to add that this is only made 
possible by the wholesale adoption of nation- 
alist principles. Readers of this magazine might 
be forgiven a smile when they peruse the quoted 
passage from Mr. Harrison, which ends with 
the assertion that “libertarianism, like comm- 
unism, should not be tolerated in our (that is the 
Tory) party.” Seeing that libertarians have 
completely taken over the party referred to, 
such a statement, while admirable in sentiment, 
would seem to have come a little late in the day. 


THE EIGHTEENTH CENTURY witnessed 
the development and the ideological, if not 
always the political, triumph of classical 
liberalism. Many in the modern Conservative 
Party would look upon Adam Smith as their 
ideological ancestor. Adam Smith’s ideas are of 
great importance in the development of British 
political thought, but are often misrepresented 
by his self-proclaimed heirs, who overlook the 
importance that he attached to the idea of 
nationality as something outside and above the 
interplay of market forces. . 

The more crudely pragmatic philosophy of 
John Locke has been of even greater 
importance to the development of British 
liberal thought. Locke believed in equal rights 
and equal opportunities for all to pursue their 
economic self-interest. This sounds very 
familiar, doesn’t it? His thinking influenced 
the Whig Party of the day. Tories found it 
repulsive, because it exalted the economic 
functions of society over politics. Never- 
theless, this liberalism was not explicitly 
opposed to traditional, hierarchical values in 
the social order, the church or the family. The 
Whigs, who were a party of grandees if ever 
there was one, were genuinely attached to 
social order, however great the emphasis laid 
upon near-anarchic freedom in the market 
place. The Tory Party of late eighteenth and 
early nineteenth century England opposed a 
radical free-market approach because it was 
committed to the defence of British agricul- 
ture. Tory protectionism no doubt to an extent 
reflected the economic interests of the party’s 
power base amongst the petty gentry, whereas- 
the Whigs’ supporters were the ‘super-rich’ 
and the bourgeoisie, whose trading interests 
were cosmopolitan and who had an interest in 
promoting cheap imported food so that they 
could pay lower wages. Tory protectionism 
was also, however, directed at preserving the 
independence of Great Britain. from the 
foreign control that reliance on imports of 


food was to mea:.. The near famine caused by ` 


the success of the German U-boat campaigns 
in both world wars rather proved the old 
protectionist Tories’ point, but that is another 
story. 

Whig liberalism was the dominant ideology 
of England for 150 years. It was never in 
absolute control, for powerful groups opposed 
it. As we have seen, the agricultural protect- 
ionists were the first to do so, but later the 
dissident Joseph Chamberlain abandoned the 
Liberal Party and developed a nationalistic 
philosophy, based on the protection of 
industry from cheap-labour competition and 
the unity of the British Empire. Neville 
Chamberlain, although more constrained by 
the free-trade lobby within the Conservative 
Party than his father had been, still preserved 
some elements of that alternative ideology in 
his programme. Lord Beaverbrook’s Empire 
Free Trade campaign of the 1930s similarly 
echoed ‘Radical Joe’s’ ideas. 


DOMINANCE OF BIG BUSINESS 


By the 1960s, however, two very important 
things had happened. First, the big business 
lobby in the Conservative Party had become 
dominant in shaping policy. Secondly, liberal 
ideology was itself undergoing a process of 
very rapid evolutionary change.. The Second 
World War had shaken traditional English 
society to the very foundations, and socialism 
was the first consequence. It should never-be 
forgotten that socialism derived massive 
popular support from those on the rough end 
of a totally free-market economy, who were 
alienated by their experience of that system. 

Little by little, however, the rigid 
dogmatism of Marxist-Leninist theory and 
Kruschev’s_ revelations about Stalin, the 
suppression of the 1956 uprising in Hungary, 
etc., tended to discredit communism among all 
but the wilfully blind. The type of person who 


had been attracted to Marxism in the 1930s 


was likely to become a liberal in the 1960s. 
This new liberalism was characterised by a 
commitment to equality of outcome, and not 
merely of opportunity. Its ideal was a liberty 
marked both by a rejection of the most 
elementary social restraints and by a 
sentimental humanitarianism. We can see the 
consequences all around us. 

In place of equality of opportunity, liberals 
lobby for discrimination in favour of 
minorities, which is intended to achieve 
equality of outcome, despite inequality of 
ability. ‘Liberty’ has come to mean degenerate 
permissivism, ‘humanitarianism’ a reluctance 
to punish even the worst criminals. The very 
ideals of liberalism are now in conflict: true 
liberty does not tend to equality of outcome; 
quite the reverse! Equality of opportunity 
likewise is quite inconsistent with equality of 
outcome. The impact on society is dramatic. A 


vast mass of hedonistic, idle (why work if 
‘equality’ is coming for all, regardless of 
effort?) ‘individualists’ who are all too aware 
of their rights but have no sense whatever of 
their corresponding duties, not the least trace 
of. self-discipline (note the ever-rising number 
of illegitimate births) has been spawned by 
liberal society and sponges off the state. The 
state, which has fallen under the sway of 
liberals, is not ruthless enough to answer pleas 
for help from feckless and undeserving 
individuals quite capable of helping them- 
selves with the words “‘work or starve!” It goes 
without saying that these products of the new 
liberalism have not the slightest respect. for the 
traditional social structures so revered bv 
classical liberals. 


WRONG REACTION 


By 1979 the negative impact of socialism 
upon the economy and liberalism upon society 
had provoked a reaction. Unfortunately, all 
too many of those who came to power were 
concerned exclusively with fighting the 
former, and had, and have, no real 
programme for dealing with the latter. 

The dominant faction in the Conservative 
Party has taken on board the whole ideology of 
nineteenth century liberalism. It rightly 
rejects socialism, but has replaced it with a 
new monomania: the worship of the market 
place. 

A competitive market is a useful tool for 
stimulating economic activity, but that is all. 
Market solutions cannot be applied to non- 
commercial activities, and attempts to extend 
the market outside its proper sphere are likely 
to do far more harm than good. 

It is quite wrong, for example, to suggest 
that a market solution should be found to the 
problem of immigration control — that is, you 
can buy your way into the UK is you are rich 
enough, but poor would-be immigrants can get 
lost. Libertarians tout this sordid idea as a 
solution to the Hong Kong problem and HMG 
seems to agree with them. The true position is 
that people either do or do not belong to a 
nation, and this question is determined by 
culture, language and ethnic origin, not 
income or capital. 

Just as it is the function of the state, not the 
market place, to regulate nationality, so it is 
the function of the state to maintain law and 
order, whence comes the term ‘the Queen’s 
peace’. The poor have the same right to be 
proected from criminals as the rich. It is a 
breach of the basic social contract between 
government and people when the state 
patently fails to protect its citizens. - 

. Foreign policy is likewise a function of the 
state, which should seek to advance national 
interests and not sectional ones. It should not 
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be possible to ‘buy’ foreign policy in a ‘free 
market’ by lobbying, yet certain groups do so. 
We are sure that most of our correspondents 
can think of a particular group which is most 
successful in this respect. 

Even in the economic field we cannot accept 
a totally free market. Without certain strategic 
industries (armaments, vehicles, aerospace, 
shipbuilding) the state cannot wage war to 
defend its territory. That capability is surely an 
essential element of sovereignty, the very 
essence of statehood. We would therefore 
support state intervention to keep even 
unprofitable defence-related companies in 
being. | 

We would.also argue that state intervention 
is both necessary and desirable to maintain a 
safety net of welfare benefits for those 
genuinely in need and not able to help 
themselves. We do not wish to support the 
workshy in comfort. American-style 
‘workfare’ schemes, under which the able- 
bodied unemployed perform socially useful 
tasks in return for their benefits, appear to us 
to be a good idea. But what we do not believe 
is that members of the national community 
who are down on their luck should be thrown 
onto the scrapheap. In a pure market economy 
that happens. It is contrary to our concept of 
the nation as a community. It makes members 
of the nation feel excluded, and that leads to 
what Marx called ‘alienation’. Indeed far-left 
groups desire the ruthless application of 
market principles, because this creates a vast 
class of people with genuine grievances that 
can be cynically manipulated and exploited by 
left-wing agitators. We would be fools to give 
them such a chance, by trying to preserve 
unsullied some Friedmanite ideal which 
cannot exist outside the pages of an economics 
textbook. 

Ronald Butt, whom the most fundament- 
alist Hayekian could hardly call a socialist, 
says in The Times, 4th February 1988:- 


“The market economists...sometimes 
become romantic about their theory, seeing 
the market as a pure and beneficient cure-all. 
But the human mind is finite, and even the 
best of theories is self-defeating if pursued too 
relentlessly...before we worship the market 
blindly we must remember that when it was 
supreme the lot of the poor was not blissful. 
Like every other human idea the market is 
fallible and the ills of socialism came into 
existence only because the market, when 
totally free, was abused.” 


The extreme enthusiasts for the market end 
up sounding like Tory Marxists. Christopher 
Booker writés in the Daily Telegraph, 16th 
December 1987:- 


“Inevitably, a good deal of sentimentakty is 
involved in the campaign to alert the Govern- 
ment to the crisis facing the health service. 
But is there not another kind of inverted 
sentimentality involved in the tough, no- 
nonsense response of those who claim that the 
health service is just ‘another industry,’ which 
has to ‘cut out restrictive practices’ and 
generally ‘face up to the facts of economic 
life’? 

“We are sadly used to Mr. Kenneth Baker 
describing schoolchildren and their parents as 
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‘consumers’ of education. But now we have 
Sir Geoffrey Howe referring to the 
‘consumers’ of the health service, which 
seems a fairly rough way to describe someone 
who is lying on his back being kept barely 
alive through a drip-feed and an oxygen 
mask. 

“Mr. Oliver Letwin in the Sunday Telegraph 
goes even further when he writes: ‘The 
doctors and nurses are just another 
producers’ lobby, defending their interests 
like coalminers and shipbuilders. ’ 

“What precisely does Mr. Letwin think these 
nurses and doctors are ‘producing’? How 
should their ‘output’ be measured, as one 
might count ships built or tons of coal mined? 
**...One curious thing about this gritty, tough- 
minded attempt to reduce all human activity 
— even caring for the sick — to the interplay 
of economic forces and interests is that it puts 
people like Mr. Letwin on an almost exact par 
with the hard-bitten theoreticians of Marxist 
materialism. And the funny thing is that they 
do not see it.” 


TWO CREEDS WITH 
GOALS IN COMMON 


Our correpondent Mr. R. Harrison writes:- 


The common perception of communism is a 
creed which envisages the creation on earth of 
an egalitarian utopia through the abolition of 
private property. However, if we accept 
Marx’s Manifesto as an authoritative 
exposition of: communist objectives, it is 
apparent that communist aims are not limited 
to restructuring the economy but are intended 
to restructure and transmute human nature. 
The Manifesto is a catalogue of so-called 
bourgeois institutions, the abolition of which 
is demanded as a prerequisite to the 


emergence of a new species of man. Marx lists | 


these institutions as religions, morality, the 
family, monarchy, laws and the structure of 
the state, nations and countries, property 
rights, and the difference between town and 
countryside. All must go. 

“Change is the communists’ keyword. The 
primary instrument of historical change is 
conflict, or ‘contradictions’, to use Marxist 
jargon. Dialectics is the method by which he 
analyses conflicts, especially the conflicting 
interests of social groups and classes. 
Materialism, which is simply the denial of 
every non-material concept, allows him to 
justify his convictions philosophically. 

“The libertarian is no Marxist or communist, 
but he too is a dialectical materialist. Change 
is his object, and he regards social and 
environmental change as a means of trans- 
mogrifying man and thus creating a society, 
such as never existed ‘in history. His 
materialism is transparent. Only matter 
matters. 

“Both creeds regard the state as their 
foremost enemy. It is true that no communist- 
controlled country has succumbed to the 
Trotskyite deviation of allowing the state to 
wither away, realising that enemies abound 
who would step.in to prevent communism 
from achieving universal domination. 
Worldwide control by communists is the 
starting point for implementing Marx’s 
programme. For this reason, the Kremlin 
argues that the Soviet Union is a socialist (not 
a communist) society in transition towards 
communism. 

“For the libertarian, likewise, the World 
State is the goal. States and nations, which 
restrict the international intercourse of 
commerce and people, detract from the 
supremacy of the ‘free’ individual. 
“Libertarianism could be described as the 


campaign of class warfare by the bourgeoisie, 


aiming to establish its own exclusive. 


supremacy by absorbing all others. The 
reputed classlessness of American society, so 
cherished by Ayn Rand, and Marx’s 
obsession with the dictatorship of the 
proletariat, which is to secure its victory by 
eliminating all so-called reactionary classes, 
both allow us to formulate a political 
equation: 0 = 1. 
“Thus the classless society, one devoid of all 
class divisions, can equally be regarded as a 
society in which only one class exists. The 
One-World State is a world in which there are 
no ‘states’ such as we have hitherto under- 
stood the term. No states equals one state. 
“Libertarians and modern communists have 
taken Marx’s demand for the destruction of 
countries and nations one step further, by 
applying the same principle to that human 
characteristic most productive in raising the 
consciousness of mankind’s variegated and 
divided nature, namely race. Communists, by 
so revealingly adopting the slogan ‘one race, 
‘the human race’, comply with a humanistic 
and materialistic ethos which would applaud 
the total hybridisation of mankind’s races, 
now so well advanced by an establishment 
overbrimming with communist and libert- 
arian sympathisers, on the grounds that it 
would provide the basis for a rationalised and 
homogenised human unity. Libertarians, who 
advocate free movement of international 
labour (i.e. free trade in human units of 
production) concur in these objectives. 
“Were they to succeed in reversing 150,000 
years of human development by enforcing the 
«extinction of all living races, a new ‘race’ 
would have come into existence. No races 
equals one race. Would this not effectively 
spell the end of human history? 
“It is in their dialectical analysis of property 
rights that libertarianism and communism 
appear to differ the most. If the former so 
elevates the notion of property that govern- 
ments which impose taxation are accused of 
theft, whereas the latter regards property as 
theft, what common ground can there be 
between the two in economic matters? Yet, 
paradoxically, the economic objectives of 
both schools of thought are identical. The 
economic systems prevailing in a libertarian 
or communist utopia would be indist- 
inguishable. 
“The key to understanding this paradox is the 
libertarians’ acceptance of the notion of 
‘monopoly’. The libertarian is not a distrib- 
utist, echoing Mrs. Thatcher’s rhetoric of a 


property-owning democracy: he does not’ 


regard it as morally indispensable that as 
many citizens as possible should own property 
and thereby feel that they have a stake in their 
country. The libertarian differs from the 
Conservative advocate of private enterprise, 
in that he does not agree that monopolies 
impede competition, restrict the growth of 
small enterprises and harm the consumer. 
Instead, by advocating untrammelled laissez- 
faire, abolition of state structures and free 
migration, he envisages a wholesale transition 
from classical capitalism (under which 
economic power is concentrated in the hands 
of those who own the means of production 
and distribution. TF.) to finance-capitalism 
(under which power is concentrated in the 
hands of financiers, who are much less likely 
to feel loyalty to the nation since, uniike 
factories, money can be moved all over the 
world at the flick of a button. TF.) which on a 
_worldwide scale through the dominance of 
multi-national corporations is likely to lead to 
the control of the world’s resources by a hand- 
ful of proprietors. Until all states have been 
abolished and a World State constituted, 
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there can be no serious attempt to translate 
communist or libertarian ideologies into 
policies, but if the internationalists’ war 
against nations succeeds, mankind’s lot will 
be slavery, dehumanisation and barbarism, 
imposed by a world power too mighty to 
resist. Communism, the creed of absolute 
equality, and libertarianism, the creed of 
absolute liberty, both embracing as an article 
of their faiths the absolute fraternity of the 
world’s peoples under the guise of inter- 
nationalism and multi-racialism, are not 
merely intellectual errors; they are demonic 
forces of darkness. Need we labour the point 
by demanding that neither should be 
tolerated in our party.” 


CRUDE MATERIALISM OF 
THE THATCHER DREAM 


The crude materialism of extreme 
capitalism is no answer to the problems of our 
society. How often does the word ‘prosperity’ 
fall from the Prime Minister’s lips? No-one 
wishes to be poor, but is consumerism really 
all that there is to life? As Nirad Choudhuri 
says in the Daily Telegraph, 20th February 
1988:- 


“Napoleon, wrote de Toqueville, realised 
that it needed a great passion to animate the 
hearts of a people, and in its absence they 
developed a putrescent psychological 
gangrene. He further wrote that Napoleon 
would never have wished to fix the minds of 
Frenchmen solely on individual well-being. 
“This, however, is the only object to which 
successive governments in Britain are 
devoting themselves... 

“Napoleon preferred even military glory to 
that. How far he was right, Mrs. Thatcher 
should be able to judge from her own 
Falklands War... 

“Even such minimal assertiveness is 
condemned today — yet no better substitute 
is proposed. The result is disconcerting for all 
those states which have made themselves 
plutocratic on principle. Terrorists all over 
the world are enabled thereby to proclaim 
‘themselves as the only political. idealists in 
existence, and leave those states with nothing 
more effectual than pious words and 
commonplace morality to cope with them.” 


How repellent, how morally and aesthet- 
ically obnoxious, is a society that is plutocratic 
on principle! 

Thus the 18th edition of the central Statis- 
tical Office’s Social Trends shows a glowing 
picture of affluent Britain with one in three 
households owning video recorders, one in 
five homes running two cars and one in five 
people owning shares. The darker side of the 
picture shows an increasing number of people 
living alone, crime rising at six per-cent a year, 
record levels of personal debt and soaring 
levels of illegitimacy. Affluence masks a 
picture of crime, loneliness and misery. 

Even the replacement of communism by 
capitalism is not gain without loss. Michael 
Wharton, writing in the Daily Telegraph, 16th 
April 1989, says:- 


“,..there. is a sense of true glory...the Berlin 
Wall is breached at last-and even broken up 
for souvenirs. But as the crowds from East 
Germany steam through, laughing or 
weeping, they wander in bewilderment 
among shops full of luxuries they hardly knew 
existed, queuing for Batman and searching 
for the loudest disco. Among innumerable 
photographs two in particular strike me. One 


shows a little East German girl, shyly smiling 
as she carries off a Barbie doll; in the other, a 
little boy triumphantly holds up a radio- 
cassette player. Such is the western trash 
these children carry home with their freedom. 
If they never wanted this trash before, they 
will want it now, and more and more of it. 
“While the East Germans surged into West 
Berlin in thousands, a few West Germans 
took the opportunity of crossing through the 
defunct Wall into East Berlin, no doubt out of 
curiosity. Did any of these, noting the 
comparative lack of garish trash and super- 
fluous gadgets, the austere shabbiness, the 
silence as the jubilant uproar died away 
behind them, perversely begin to wonder 
whether they would prefer to stay?” 


‘SICKNESS OFFERED AS CURE 


The philosophy of nineteenth century liber- 
alism does not provide answers to the 
problems created by twentieth century liber- 
alism. Mrs. Thatcher might from time to time 
attack the 1960s consensus. In doing so, is she 
not failing to see where her own theories lead? 
The values of classical and modern liberalism 
are exactly the same values, but at a different 
stage in their development. It is very difficult 
for those who embrace liberal theories of 
liberty and equality to give good reasons why 
there can be any limits to demands for 
‘equality’, ‘justice’, ‘human rights’ and above 
all ‘freedom’. 

The free market, so beloved: of classical 


liberals, is by no means innocent of promoting’ 


mass degeneracy. We totally reject the 
Marxist view that patterns of behaviour, 
ideologies, values, even art and literature, are 
generated by economic factors, There is, 
however, some interaction between economic 
structures and social customs. How much of a 
role has rampant consumerism played in 
creating the self-indulgent, narcissistic indiv- 
idualism of our time? Have not the much- 
praised capitalist entrepreneurs deliberately 
encouraged the spread of this type of person, 
since it is easy to sell things to such? 
Remember how capitalists joined with 
communists to publicise the decadent 
Mandela concert at Wembley. Is not the pot- 
smoking hippie of the 1960s commune who 
ostentatiously rejected capitalism and 
admired Bob Marley likeable in comparison to 


the ‘loadsamoney’ types of today, who revel in: 


the crudest aspects of capitalism, spending 
lavishly while culturally influenced by fashions 
set by an effeminate American negro singer, 
of infinitely less talent than the said Bob 
Marley? 

Julie Burchill writes in The Mail on Sunday, 
17th April 1988:- 


“I have often thought that Mrs. Thatcher is a 
product of the sixties in more ways than one 
— her anti-establishmentism, her easy 
tolerance of divorce in her own life and in her 
Cabinet, her lack of class consciousness — 
and in some respects, not least in its 
materialism, Thatcherism is little more than 
Wilsonism with its wheels oiled.” 


Martin Ivens writes in the Sunday Tele- 
graph, 31st January 1988:- 


“The homosexual way of life may fit more 
easily into Thatcherite Britain than either its 
supporters or its Conservative opponents care 
to admit...the permissive society...would not 
- exist without the liberal market economy 
beloved of Mrs. Thatcher. Under socialism. .. 
whether of the German National...or 


PRODUCTS OF LIBERTARIANISM 
Above: a hippie ‘love-in’; below: a demo of 
queers in London. These things may disgust 
many Thatcher supporters, but it is the liber- 


tarian society that she has encouraged which 


has caused them only to increase. 


Soviet...variant, there is no place for the 


homosexual...Education is...run on...elitist 
lines, law and order are successfully enforced 
and deviant sexual behaviour is outlawed. It is 
in the free capitalist societies, the United 
States being the most notable example, that 
the liberal social agenda can, for better or for 
worse, influence state policy. Positive 
discrimination for racial or sexual minorities, 
feminism and gay rights tend to gain 
adherents in this hothouse culture... 
“The Conservative Party claims to defend 
traditional values. But this Government has 
largely failed to advance a Conservative social 
agenda, although it would be overwhelmingly 


popular. 
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‘“The economic policies of the 1970s have 

-been reversed, but the body of social 
legislation passed in that period has not been 
dismantled...the Conservatives...cut the real 
value of child benefit, while the...poll tax 
creates an economic incentive for parents to 
throw their children out onto the streets. The 
tax system crazily favours couples who live 
together but do not marry. The Government 
does not support a reduction in the time limit 
for abortions to 18 weeks. Hanging is out, the 
crime rate is up, and penal reform is in. 
“Mrs. Thatcher herself may not love the 
permissive society. But as long as Thatcher- 
ism remains the solitary Tory orthodoxy it will 
survive and prosper.” 


LIBERTARIANISM 
NOT THE ANSWER 


The answer to the crisis which our society is 
facing is not to apply mechanically the theories 
of the market economists, who in truth know 
nothing about anything except their own 


narrow specialism, and are quite unqualified 
to comment on other issues. If we go down the 
libertarian path we shall in the end create 
anarchy no less surely than will the weakness 
of the 1960s liberalism. Walk from the Bank to 
Charing Cross one day, and take a good look 
around you. See the traffic solid for a mile in 
Fleet Street, and ask whether the sacred motor 
car really does symbolise, as Mr. Nicholas 
Ridley once asserted, the freedom and indiv- 
iduality of its driver. Breathe the vile 
pollution. Look at the beggars in the Strand. 
Consider the tens of thousands of shoving, 
jostling, competing selfish individuals, not one 
of whom would help another under attack by 
muggers on the tube. Perhaps Mrs. Thatcher’s 
silliest ever remark was: “There is no such 
thing as society, only individuals and their 
families.” Without social order, individuals 


and their families will not last long, for 


London will become a second New York. 
We should not seek to replace one form of 
egalitarianism with another, but to assert the 
fundamental inequality of individuals and 
peoples. In answer to those who prate on 
about human rights we should cite Edmund 


Burke, who was not interested in the Rights of 


Man but in the Rights of Englishmen. Groups ° 
as well as individuals have rights. Neither 
modern nor classical liberals can accept this 
idea. A man is not just an atomised individual 
who competes in a free market or is cossetted 
by a welfare state, depending on which party is 
in power. He is a member of his trade or 
profession, a citizen of his borough, his county 
and his country. The truly liberated individual 
is one who is integrated into the national 
community. He is neither oppressed by the 
Marxist collectivist state, nor is he a wage 
slave exploited by those who regard their 
fellow citizens as production units to be 
thrown away if Koreans can do the job more 
cheaply. Pace Mrs. Thatcher, there is such a 
thing as society. The defence of a sense of 
community, of national identity and of 
European culture is the purpose of our 
political work. We do not seek to enable the 
populace to purchase as many new Japanese 
videos as possible on which to watch Trans- 
atlantic soaps of repellent imbecility and 
degeneracy. Our goal is a strong and free 
United Kingdom in a strong and free Europe 
of the Nations, where the writ of Washington 
and Moscow will no longer run. 


“EUROPE OF THE NATIONS’: 
JUST WHAT DOES IT MEAN? 


JAMES THURGOOD puts a fashionable term under the 


microscope 


FRANCHE’S President De Gaulle was the first to 
use it. Since then he has had his imitators. 
Present-day French Nationalist leader Jean- 
Marie Le Pen comes out with it regularly, as do 
his counterparts in Germany and elsewhere. 
We do not hear of it too often in Britain, at least 
in explicit form; but it does describe the 
thinking of many people here on the kind of 
course that should be taken by the European 
Community (or Common Market). The 
Community, it is believed, should not be 
abolished but should be kept intact; it should, 
however, not evolve into a single super-state 
with a supra-national government but should 
consist of a fraternity of independent and self- 
governing nation-states, collaborating closely 
but of their own free will. Hence a ‘Europe of 
the Nations’. 

The concept is attractive to many and is 
certainly far preferable to the Federal Europe 
goal of the internationalists currently making 
all the running. But when we dissect ‘Europe 
of the Nations’ in terms of what it would mean 
in reality it becomes exposed as somewhat of a 
platitude, adopted perhaps because of its 
utility in pleasing both sides of an argument at 
the same time — the Pan-Europeans and the 
Nationalists — rather than a precise descrip- 
tion of a system based on logic and workable in 
practice. 

The assumption of ‘Europe of the Nations’ 
is first of all that there is a special community 
of sentiment and interests binding the states 
geographically situated in Europe whereby 
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these states will consent to many forms of 
common European policy and action, not 
because they are obliged by the decree of a 
super-government to do so but because such 
will be generally accepted as conducive to the 
common good. Certainly there are circum- 
stances in which a collection of sovereign 
states may be placed in this position, but do 
those circumstances exist in the case of the 
nations of Europe today? 

The first observation that might be made of 
thesc nations is that the main thing they have 
in common is a similar geography. They are 
situated in a common continental area 
bordered by the Arctic in the north, the 
Mediterranean in the south and the Atlantic in 
the West. Just where their eastern border is is 
somewhat of a more complicated question. Up 
till very recently it was the ‘Iron Curtain’. Now 
that barrier is becoming increasingly meaning- 
less and there is talk of ‘Europe’ encompassing 
the nations of the former East European 
Soviet Bloc, including perhaps Russia itself. 
But not all of Russia is in Europe; on the 
contrary, the larger part of it is in Asia. Is 
‘Europe’ to incorporate Russia only up to the 
Urals — in which case Russia would hardly 
consent to be thus incorporated? Or is it to 
incorporate Russia up to her furthest eastern 


extremity — in which case it is no longer 
‘Europe’ but ‘Eurasia’? 
This question straightaway makes a 


nonsense of the proposition that there can be 


such a thing as a ‘Europe’ conceived in 


political terms which corresponds to what is 
‘Europe’ in geographical terms. Are we then 
to abandon the effort to define ‘Europe’ 
geographically and to attempt instead to 
define it as an ethnic and cultural entity which 
has value as the cradle of a common civilis- 
ation? 

Again, the concept has its attractions. When’ 
we consider ‘Europe’ by contrast to Africa or: 
Asia, it is certainly possible to see a group of 
peoples who have much in common relatively 
speaking, and whose civilisation and culture 
have elements of similarity and common value 
which most certainly require that they be 
protected against the intrusion of those 
external civilisations and cultures with which 
none of them has anything in common. Thus 
far can we agree that there are certain things 
that are ‘European’ which most assuredly we 
should be determined to defend. 


WHY ONLY EUROPE? 


But why should this communalitv extend 
only to geographical Europe? Surely its 
boundaries should be set around all those 
areas of the world where people of European 
stock are the occupants and culture-bearers! 
This means North America. It- means 
Australasia. It means — albeit in a numer- 
ically small form — Southern Africa. It means 
at least some parts of Latin America. And of 
course it means those parts of Russian Asia 


Contd. on next page 


where Slavs are the resident race. 

Here is where we are faced with the 
nonsense of ‘Europe’ as defined by the 
‘European’ school of politics, whether these 
be the extreme faction which seeks the full 
political and economic integration of Europe 
or the more moderate faction which seeks to 
preserve many existing Common Market 
arrangements but stops short of sanctioning 
European Government, in other words those 
who like to parrot the phrase ‘Europe of the 
Nations’. 

Once we accept that ‘Europeans’ are an 
entity that makes much more.’sense when 
defined in ethnic and cultural terms than in 
those of common geographical residence, we 
can see that this leads us into all sorts of diff- 
iculties which perhaps some of us had not anti- 
cipated in the first place. If Europeans are to 


be seen as a race, standing in stark contrast to 
Africans or members of the various Asiatic 
races, we have to acknowledge that these 
Europeans are divided into numerous sub- 
races which can by no means be sorted out and 
compartmentalised according to geography. 
For if we tried to do the latter we would find 
that Britons are expected to feel greater ties of 
loyalty to, and greater interests in common 
with, Italians of Calabria than Scots of Nova 
Scotia, more in common with Portugese 
fellow-citizens of the EC than with ethnic 
Anglo-Saxons living in Queensland or New 
South Wales. The proposition is ridiculous. 

Even in the United States — against whose 
power and influence it is often urged that 
‘Europeans’ must combine — there are 
around 70-80 million people of British or 
mainly British extraction. Just by what 
yardstick are we supposed to have more in 
common with inhabitants of the Mediter- 
annean shores than with these? 


DOING THINGS TOGETHER 


Of course there will be many who will not 
attempt to argue with the logic of this 
reasoning but will still hanker after the 
‘Europe of Nations’ concept on the grounds 
that there are many interests that the 
occupants of the European Continent do have 
in common and many things that they could 
better do together than do separately. 

Of course this is perfectly true, but at least 
the same could be said of the community of 
states with which Britain has been linked by 
tradition and history, as well as by common 
ethnic origins, whose only disadvantage in 
relation to those of Europe is that thev lie 
across oceans many miles away. Set against 
that disadvantage are many incomparably 
greater advantages. With Australia, New 
Zealand and Canada, for instance, we have a 
relationship of complementary economies 
whereas with most of our Continental 
neighbours economic interests are competitive 
and often therefore incompatible. And these 
incompatible interests often lead to open 
conflict — surely a contradiction of the 
Furopean dream! 

Now somewhat forced against the ropes, 
those of the European school will still 
maintain that there are many matters over 
which a communality of interests between 
states in Europe does indeed exist and that in 
such areas co-operation should be the norm. 
Quite true, notwithstanding what has been 
said about an even greater communality of 


interests that we have with states elsewhere. 
But there is nothing whatever to prevent 
such inter-European co-operation being put 


into effect — as simply part of the foreign 


policy of the states concerned. The nations of 
Europe have, for most of history, had some 
sort of diplomatic relations with each other, 
and barring another European war we must 
presume that they are going to have the same 
diplomatic relations in the future. 

Where there can clearly be seen an area of 
common interest, calling for collaboration, 
between European states — and where, such 
as in the case of Britain, such collaboration 
does not conflict with our relations and 
interests elsewhere, there is nothing whatever 
to stop it happening. 

But it would happen as an act of foreign 
policy, just as similar acts of foreign policy in 
the past have involved collaboration with our 
neighbours. It would not require any 
grandiose formal structure, with a grandiose 
name, whether this be the ‘European Comm- 
unity’ or ‘Europe of the Nations’, to give effect 
to it. It would happen simply because each 
nation concerned came to the conclusion that 
its interest required such collaboration, just as 
in the past. 


THE SECURITY QUESTION 


Another weapon in the armament of those 
who argue far a formal European organisation 
with a specific name, and incorporating special 
areas of co-operation, is that European 
nations must band together for reasons of 
mutual security. In as much as the question of 
security is related to militarv strategy, and 
military strategy cannot ignore geographical 
considerations, that argument might at first 
sight appear to have some merit. It could be 
maintained, for instance, that because of the 
geographical closeness of the European states 
to one another, a military threat to one is a 
military threat to all — hence the need for 
close military co-operation, even integration. 

But in reply the question must be posed: 
threat from where — and from whom? The 
supposed Russian threat, never more than a 


myth sustained by propaganda, now is no 


longer believed in by anvbody. 

Today, as in the past, the only conceivable 
threat that might be posed to any nation in the 
European Community would come from 
another member of that Community (whether 
we mean the Community as it is at present or 
the enlarged Community that the Eurocrats 
hope to achieve when Eastern and Western 


Europe are merged together). Of course such. 


a threat is possible. All history confirms the 
fact. 


But do the Euro-fanatics really believe that’ 


the kinds of formal European structures and 
organisations so beloved of their imaginations 
would for one moment prevent such a threat 
materialising into war if some genuine conflict 
of interest ruled that that be the only solution? 

The very fact that anv kind of European 
organisation — whether fully federal or 
otherwise — would still comprise different 


‘nations with sometimes different interests and 


different perceptions of interests would ensure 
that the entire structure would come down like 
a pack of cards the moment that any one 
powerful member perceived that its interests 
were incompatible with the maintenance of 


the whole. — 

For a specific example of this we do not have 
to look any further than the question of the 
present border between Germany and Poland. 
This was a border arbitrarily drawn up by the 
victors of World War II as punishment for the 
Germans and as compensation for the Poles, 
whose eastern territories had in large part 
been traded off to Stalin. The border 
corresponds neither with ethnic and historical 
realities nor any reasonable criteria of inter- 
national justice. If the German Government 
shortly to emerge out of the coming unification 
of the BRD and DDR gave formal recognition 
to this boundary it could only be because in the 
present international scenario it would have 
no choice. Such a recognition would therefore 
be essentially a tactical one and not one of 
principle. 

It could not, realistically, be regarded as 
binding on future generations of Germans or 
governments of Germany any more than 
future generations of governments in Britain 
could be bound by present legislation granting 
the right of a quarter of a million Hong Kong 
Chinese to settle in this countrv. 

Should it be the will of a future Germany to 
settle this question by means of force majeure, 
all the reams of paper documents and solemn 
treaties binding that nation to a formal 
European communal structure and solemnly 
pledging her to abide by the requirements of 


that communal wish — all of this would be 


useless in halting the onward march of such a 
reawakened national resolve to win back the 
lost heimatlander. Only force — the force of 
other European states — might prevail to alter 
the course of things. And then where would 
that leave our much-vaunted ‘European 
Community’? It would leave it as a conglom- 
eration of states kept in order, not bv a 
common interest or a common will, but by 
pure coercion. Of that ingredient enduring 
states are never made. 


NO CHANGE FROM THE PAST- 


So what of this elaborate-sounding title 
‘Europe of the Nations’? Can there be any 
such thing as a ‘Europe of the Nations’? 
Perhaps there can, but only in the sense that 
there has always been a ‘Europe of the 
Nations’. That is to say there will be a Europe 
of nations some of whose interests will 
sometimes coincide and sometimes conflict. 
As an entity in world affairs, this ‘Europe of 
the Nations’ might at times act together and 
should indeed, so far as is possble, act together 
should the interests of all be threatened from 
outside. But what we should define as ‘outside’ 
should certainly not mean nations situated 
outside the European area but of European 
pedigree. ‘Outside’ should mean foreign in 
interest and in kind. And in that case there is 
no stronger case for the nations of geograph- 
ical Europe to act together than for all the 
nations that are racially European to act 
together. 

All this leads us to the truth that the real 
Europe is a racial, not a geographical, entity. 
If we are to speak of a ‘Europe of the Nations’ 
it must incorporate all nations that belong to 
the European racial family, not merely those 
situated between the Arctic and the Mediterr- 
anean, between the Atlantic and — take your 
pick: the Elbe, the Urals, the Bering Sea... 
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White minorities in London (8) 


THE OTHER 
‘BLACK HUNDREDS’ 


DICK CARDMORE looks at the Eastern Europeans 


EASTERN EUROPEANS in London tend, I 
feel, to be a rather more monolithic white 
minority than are many others (such as the 
French, whose nationality covers a multitude of 
sins (see ‘Entente Cordiale — or not?’, May 
1990 issue). 

Yes, Eastern Europeans are splenetic and 
fragmented (Poles aren’t too fond of Russians, 
nor Czechs of Slovaks, nor Slovenians of 
Serbs, and so forth); but they do seem to be 
much more similar to one another than are, 
say, Britons. Stocky, tough, conservative, 
hard-working, practical, dour, they have been 
trickling into Britain for quite a long time now, 
the latest wave being that massive one of anti- 
communists who fled Stalin before, during and 
especially after the Second World War — 
Cossacks, Ruthenians, Ukrainians, 
Moldavians, Hungarians, Rumanians, you 
name it. Nordic-Alpine in general, with strong 
Mediterranean influences in the south of their 
vast territory (reflected, for example, in the 
fact of Rumanian being a Latin rather than a 
Slavic toungue), they are easily assimilated — 
and give rise to many incongruities, such as 
can be met any day on the Tube. You get 
talking to a muscular, ruddy, jeans-wearing, 
tow-haired chap who shouts English football 
songs in a coarse Shoreditch accent, and then it 
turns out that Dad was Polish and your 
archetypal English fan actually rejoices in 
some unlikely name starting with ‘Sch...’ and 
ending, some ten syllables later, in ‘...zychwz’! 

Incongruities notwithstanding, the little 
(true) episode related above shows that the 
Eastern Europeans are capable (indeed more 
capable than the French or Spanish, who have 
historical and cultural reasons to hate us) of 
merging almost completely into the British 
matrix. Exotic names and thick accents to the 
contrary, the Slav has a deep European bond. 
The gloomy marshes and grim, dripping pine 
forests of Carpathia bear a strong resemblance 

‘to those of the Grampians — the enemies are 
the same (Islam and the Mongols) and similar 
experiences have hammered a sort of 
commonality between the blonds of East and 
West. 


MELANCHOLIC 
Slavs are a melancholic type of people — 
Stravinsky, Dostoyevsky, Tolstoy and 


Solzhenitsyn have all depicted this, albeit 
often unconsciously, in their works. In this 
they resemble the Celts, whose “...wars are 
glorious, and...songs are sad” (Chesterton). 
The Slavs have been “hewers of wood and 
drawers of water’ and have often served 
under Nordic aristocracies, harrying Genghis 
Khan’s armies or rampaging into other Nordic 
fiefdoms on the trackless steppes. 

They are a timeless people, minding their 
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own counsel and maintaining their own 
cultures with that dogged determination that is 
one of their best characteristics. Restless 
Varangians and Teutonic Knights and 
Mongols have swept over their plains — have 
come, sweated and gone, whilst the Slav 
remains, deliberately cleaning up after the 
wars, patiently re-sowing the trampled crop 
and keeping his deepest blue eyes firmly on 
the earth (Slavs tend not to be Promethian, 
probably the principal temperamental 
difference between Nordics and Alpines). 

There is a strong old Russian community in 
London — a real one* of which Count Nikolai 
Tolstoy is probably the best-known member. 
These people cling grimly to old certainties, 
hold on to their language and, at least until 
recently, were able to fill Russian Orthodox 
churches — in exile. Fervently royalist, 
vehemently _anti-bolshevik, 
conservative, these Olgas, Borises and Ivans 
have exerted a stabilising influence in high 
echelons of the British establishment. But 
they, and the rest of the old British estab- 
lishment, are a dying breed — and it seems 
that soon their old-world graciousness will 
vanish. But all is not gloomy — the new Slavic 
immigrants have all of the stamina, resolve 
and courage, if not all of the polish, of their 
Czarist predecessors. 

And these people are clever, instinctive and 
proud — the growing Pamyat (‘Memory’) 
movement in Russia, the ‘Rumanian Hearth’ 
movement in Rumania and the growing 
demands for independence from Kiev, 
Zagreb, Warsaw and Riga attest to this. Even 
East European ‘liberals’ express wariness of 
the forthcoming ‘McDonalds’ culture’ and 
dream of a way wherein ‘scientific socialism’ 
can be combined with the ‘natural order’ (from 
a recent BBC programme). 


STRONG ON RACE FEELING 


Racialism is a common thing in the Eastern 
Bloc, and can only grow more common as the 
pressures of capitalism push Third Worlders, 
like a moving cheese, deep into the emotive, 
evocative racial battlegrounds of the East. 

We need Eastern Europe, and Eastern 
Europe needs us. Now that the system’s ‘Cold 
War’ is over, new imperatives, new challenges 
and new alignments will arise. The ancient 
enemy, Islam, raises its crescent banners to 
the south, while the as yet unfought hosts of 
the Far East loom like a threatening thunder- 
storm on the borders. It seems certain that the 
old USSR will disappear, with the Moslem 
republics of the south reverting to type. The 
Russian ‘planters’ in the USSR’s further-flung 
regions will suffer, and will eventually retreat 
northwards and westwards, towards or 
through the Urals. The various nationalities of 


extremely 


the European USSR will divide again, 
Ukrainian from Russian from Byelorussian 
from Moldavian — the cement of Marxism, 
once crumbled, cannot be repaired. It can only 
be hoped that we can make a grand alliance of 
all parties for the time when Islam drops its 
olive branch and comes careering northwards 
in the tanks and with the guns that we gave it. 

Strong anti-communism, a strong work- 
ethic, strong nationalism, strong European 
feeling and great personal courage make these 
other ‘Black Hundreds’ a natural audience for 
racial nationalist parties. It seems to me that, 
amongst the icons of the Czechoslovak 
National Club in West Hampstead or in the 
Polish settlements of Ealing and Hammer- 
smith there dwells a potentially puissant, 
latent army of Slavic muscle and courage 
which-tould be of great benefit to us — if only 
we can get the formula right. 


* The grand picture of Slavic westward migration is 
complicated somewhat by governmental termin- 
ology, which often hides important facts about the 
migrating Slavs. For example, the terms ‘Russian 
immigrant’, ‘Czech immigrant’ or ‘Hungarian 
immigrant’ all too often are used to designate Jews 
who happen to have been been born in Russia, 
Czechoslovakia or Hungary (Robert Maxwell is one 
such). The ‘Russian’ community in New York, to 
take a foreign example, is actually a Russian-Jewish 
community (or at least 90 per-cent of it is). 
Obviously, the general observations which may be 
made about Slavs are not applicable to Jews claiming 
nationality from some Slavic country. 


EDITOR’S NOTE: In case any readers may not be 
aware, the Black Hundreds was a name given by 
opponents to a patriotic association of Russians which 
was active in the early years of the present century and 
which strongly opposed revolutionary tendencies. 


Teutonic Unity: British Circle of Friends of 
Manfred Roeder. For details write to BM 
BEEJAY, London WC1N 3XX. 


Now available: Other Losses, by James 
Bacque. An investigation into the mass- 
deaths of German prisoners of war after 
World War Il. Price £14.50 (inc. postage) from 
Steven Books, 10 Lincoln Way, Enfield, 
Middlesex EN1 1TE. 


Lincoln Rockwell: A National Socialist life 
(William Pierce). Short biography written by a 
close associate. £1.65. National Vanguard 
No. 111, £1.50. Cheques/POs only to: Life 
Rune Books, PO Box XG22, Leeds LS14 6XN. 
Send SAE for lists. 


Racial Loyalty: A newspaper for the survival 
and advancement of the white race. Please 
send 25 US dollars by IMO for one year’s 
subscription (surface rnail) to COTC, PO Box 
400, Otto, NC 28763, U.S.A. 


SIR: How right your contributer, Albert H. 
Wetzel, was in his article last month entitled 
‘Wanted: a new creed and a new breed’. 

Mr. Wetzel and the rest of us need look no 
further than the Russian-born American, Ben 
Klassen, who has already set out a remarkable 
dynamic creed called Creativity, exclusively 
for the White Race. 

The Creativity creed is based on: the 
Eternal Laws of Nature; the Experience of 
History; and finally Logic and Common 
Sense. Its four-dimensional programme is: a 
Sound Mind, in a Sound Body, in a Sound 
Society, in a Sound Environment. 

Creativity’s Golden Rule is: What is good 
for the White Race is the highest virtue, and 
what is bad for the White Race is the ultimate 
sin. 

The Creed and Programme of Creativity are 
set out in three books by Ben Klassen: 
Nature’s Eternal Religion, The White Man’s 
Bible and Salubrious Living. 

For further information please write to 
Creativity’s World HQ at PO Box 400, Otto, 
North Carolina 28763, U.S.A. 

E.W. CARR 
Worcester 


SIR: The controversy and interest surr- 
ounding the development of HOTOL, the 
British Aerospace lunar prototype, is 
instructive to nationalists for at least two 
reasons. Firstly, it illustrates that, despite the 
prevailing trend towards regression and 
mediocrity in Britain at present, we still 
possess in our native gene-pool (in this case via 
chief project engineer Alan Bond and his 
team) that spark of genius that has been our 
trademark for so long and which has made the 
sum total of our historical achievements in this 
and other fields second to none. 

But perhaps the most intriguing aspect of 
the affair is the Government’s refusal to back 
this potential world-beater with investment. 
To the unenlightened it must appear crazy to 
see this opportunity rejected — until of course 
it is understood that control of our destiny by 
the ‘Market’ means that that Market will 
always dictate things to our Government. It is 
this global octopus, in conjunction with the 
private lending houses, that has for countless 
years worked towards ending our sovereignty, 
impoverishing us and reducing our national 
status. Hence this Leviathan will ensure that 
Britain benefits as little as possible from the 
HOTOL venture. 

This saga of home-grown achievement is at 
once both heartwarming and frustrating for 


nationalists. We can’t guarantee that HOTOL 
will not suffer the same fate as the Hovercraft 


- — invented in Britain and now manufactured 


elsewhere. 
JOHN GREGORY 
Isleworth, Middlesex 


SIR: A friend in Glasgow has been sending me 
copies of Spearhead from time to time. In the 
July 1990 issue there is a review of Hunter, by 
Andrew Macdonald (the pen-name of Dr. 
William Pierce, the head of the National 
Alliance here in the United States, of which I 
am a member). This and The Turner Diaries 
are steady underground best-sellers here in 
this country. Ironically enough, the books are 
banned from the Canadian postal system and 
have to be smuggled regularly into Canada. 
In your August 1990 issue the article on 
Americans in the UK hits fairly near the mark, 


but I should like to comment on matters which 


the author did not have the space to mention. 

North American prosperity has been in a 
state of steady decline for some time, and 
more and more Americans are feeling the 
painful economic pinch. Membership 
enrolments in the National Alliance have 
recently been increasing from month to 
month. 

This is particularly true in the American 
south, along the arc of the Gulf of Mexico. 
Bronze-complexioned Mestizos (here in the 
US illegally) are being given jobs below the 
going rate, putting White and Black 
Americans out of work. 

Keep up the good work in Britain. May 
victory come on both sides of the Atlantic! 

EDWARD F. LACY 
Houston, Texas, U.S.A. 


SIR: 50 years ago, while democracy’s disabled 
ex-servicemen begged in the streets, the call 
went out to support backward and bellicose 
Poland against just German demands, and this 
sent Britons to die on behalf of International 
Zionism against Adolf Hitler. ` 

Now they're at it again. The old gang of 
politicians, while they prepare to let in a 
quarter of a million Chinese to top the influx of 
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millions of Afro-Asians already here, 
manoeuvre to send Britons to their deaths in 
the sands of the Middle East, ostensibly to 
preserve the gold-tap and Cadillac regime of 
Kuwait against Iraq, but ultimately for the 
protection of the gangster-state of Israel 
against a man reckoned as having the potential 
to arouse the Arab peoples to avenge success- 
fully the theft of Palestine. 

So let all your readers hasten to proclaim 
loud and clear that we want no new far-away 
war for Jewish interests, this time against the 
Arab world. The conflict which concerns us is 
here at home, against our own renegades and 
their sponsors, and for the survival of our own 
folk in our own homeland. 

COLIN JORDAN 
Harrogate, Yorks. 


SIR: From time to time Britain has been led by 
prime ministers who, more than others, 
epitomised the age in which thev served. Mrs. 
Thatcher is one of these. 

She will be noted for her ‘people’s capital- 
ism’, when the dogs of avarice and greed were 
let loose on the ‘Proles’, to drive them in a mad 
rush of materialism and individual selfishness. 

This new so-called ‘affluence’ has caused 
people to rush willy-nilly from one end of the 
country to another, disturbing local commun- 
ities that may have taken vears to evolve. Mv 
own county, Hampshire, is a typical example. 
Here we have ugly over-development, where 
even our farmland is no longer spared in Mrs. 
Thatcher’s urbanisation. 

During the Thatcher decade, from out of the 
parasitic Stock Exchange there was spawned 
the ‘Yuppie’, a terrible symptom of the times 
in which we live. 

Thatcher will be remembered for creating 
the ‘loadsamoney’ mentality — and then 
preaching the virtues of religion and anti- 
materialism! Future history would not be 
unjust to brand her a nation-wrecker, who 
totally failed to create a happv quality of life in 
this country. 

..« J.C, VINE 
Havant, Hants. 
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BOOKS Z. 


THE ELEVENTH HOUR (John Tyndall) £15. hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP leader 
in prison, this is the book all nationalists have been 
waiting for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 


appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon makind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 
THE ZIONIST FACTOR (Ivor Benson) £9.75. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 

THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system | 


and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. __ 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 0p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration iš. 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stewart) 
£7.95. A witting and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashion that are threatening our 
future. 1980, 246pp. 

THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 
not. just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition 
1981, 613pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue-has 
ie suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 

THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
WHAT 1992 REALLY MEANS (Dr. Brian Burkitt & 
Mark Baimbridge) £1.50. Two academic economists 
show the dangers to Britain from involvement in the 
single European market. A booklet packed with facts and 
figures. 1989, 44p. 

THE FORCED WAR (David L. Hoggan) £31.00. The: 
book which revisionists have been awaiting for years. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
this subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 

THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 


. Text of amemorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the govern- 


ment by members of subversive or criminal organis- 


ations for the purpose of furthering the interests of 
those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 3 
A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984. 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal 
charges, which should be estimated by calculat- 
ing one eighth the total value of the order. 
Money should be enclosed with all orders, and 
all cheques or postal orders should be made out 
to the BNP Book Service only and not included 
in remittances sent for other items. Orders are 
likely to be dealt with more quickly if BNP 
Book Service is marked on the envelope. New 
titles are indicated by asterisks. 


66p. 

THEY DARE TO SPEAK OUT* (Paul Findley) 
£12.95. The author was an Illinois Congressman for 20 
years until he fell foul of the Israeli lobby. This book 
describes the stranglehold of Zionist power over 
American politicians, academics and media. Even those 
familiar with the subject will find this book a revelation. 
1985, 362pp. 

THE ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK. £2.00. A 12- 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 


zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 


scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 

THE LEUCHTER REPORT (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in effect, 
testified that such installations could not have existed in 
German-occupied Europe before or during 1939-45. 
1988, 66pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER* (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST* (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £9.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 


THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 


daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing defence’ 


of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 

THE BEST OF ATTACK ANv NATIONAL 
VANGUARD. £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting 
nationalist articles published between 1970 and 1982 in 
two uncompromising US magazines. 217 large pages. 
STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little-known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


‘CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history. 


that have not found their way into textbooks or news- 
papers. 1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£12.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little-known and long- 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 


leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 


ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 


of being imprisoned without trial for four years during’ 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia-: 


ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad). £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 
exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. A further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 


‘that the advance of communism 


B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE 


154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DP (Tel. 081 316 4721) 
OPEN TUESDAYS TO FRIDAYS 10 a.m. TO 5.30 p.m. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled “Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian school- 
teacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. . 

THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 


A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey, 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 


Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 


ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 
1986, 79pp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 


articles by various experts covering every aspect ol 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3.60: 
Developments in Africa, particularly ‘Zimbabwe’, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 112pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. 
CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World. War Il 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591 pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 

THE MURDER OF BRITISH INDUSTRY (John 
Boyd) 75p. An exposure of the catastrophic economic 
and industrial effects of Britain’s membership of the 
EEC. 1987, 16pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist in 
today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 


THE ELITE (Barbara Cole) £8.75. The exciting story 
of:the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its campaign 
against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

THE BARNES TRILOGY (Harry, Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout; 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first 
appeared in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this 
combined edition is dated 1979, with 133pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

THE BABYLONIAN WOE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and their 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW) 


BNP Statement of Policy 


A resume of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 24p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 

Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 44p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. Price: £1.25 post-free. 


BNP key rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP cloth logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Suitable 
for sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP leaflets (two-sided) 

How to spot a red teacher. Updated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. 

The great Tory con-trick. Leaflet exposing the way the 


Tories are currently trying to woo the people with. 


patriotic and ‘right-wing’ slogans, while their underlying 
policies are leading to the destruction of Britain. 

Unite with your friends or perish! Leaflet appealing to 
loyalist Ulster people to join forces with their supporters 
on the mainland. Lists BNP policies for Northern 
Ireland. 


These leaflets cost £6.00 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


BNP leaflets (one-sided) 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how vast numbers of British jobs 
are being destroyed by the international free-trade 
policies of successive governments. A brief and concise 
argument for economic nationalism. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and ‘other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty tor the killers of little children. 

If we were black... Reprint, updated, of a previous BNP 
leaflet, drawing attention to special favours and 
privileges granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
-and local government, and calling on Whites — 
particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 
Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants coming 
into Britain and calling for repatriation. 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. : 
Derelict Britain. Leaflet with photo exhibiting rotting 
urban landscape, calling upon people to help fight against 
the politicians who have brought this about. Mentions 
unemployment, bad housing, immigration, crime, etc. 
Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting loyalists in Northern 
Ireland and listing BNP policies for the province. 


effects on the events of ancient history, written in the 
light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

THE NAKED CAPITALIST (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 

THE ARTHURIAN LEGENDS. £6.95. A beautifully 
illustrated anthology of Arthurian literature from 
Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. A ‘must’ for 
lovers of our national legends. 1979, 224pp. 


‘WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. The links between 


Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution are 


proved beyond all question by an established scholar.’ 


1974, 228pp. 
WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


These leaflets cost £4.56 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


BNP posters 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. Í 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
ot old lady by unlit fire. l 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 
What’s happened to free 
first produced in 1986 showing how the state is trying to 
silence those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 
Drawing of white man with gag. 

Support White South Africa. This slogan in large white 
letters on blue background. 


These posters measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Each contains 


the BNP name and address and logo in red, white and. 


blue. Prices: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 
at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage should be 
estimated on the basis of one poster weighing ]0g. 


BNP stickers 


With slogans:- | 

Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 

Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Stickers measure 3.5in x 2.5in and are available in 

gummed-backed_ or self-adhesive form, 

containing BNP name and address and logo in red, 

white and blue. Gummed-back stickers cost £4.00 per 

1,000 or 40p per 100, self-adhesive £1.50 per 100. 

Postage costs 26p per 100. 


BNP recordings 


Rally ’89. 3-hour video-recording of BNP London rally, 
October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches by John 
Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony Morgan, David Bruce, 
Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds and John Tyndall. 
Rally ’87. 2%-hour video-recording of BNP London 
rally, October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by 
Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnet, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Price of videos: £15 plus 71p p&p. 

kally ‘82. Sound recording of BNP rally in London, 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 


speech? Update of poster, 


each. 


‘(Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. A book that has aroused 


considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links between 
finance and politics. Read what he says and decide for 
yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

THE FRENCH REVOLUTION (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much-needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of moder history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, Roose- 
velt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for Pearl 
Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


‘Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 


Tyndall Speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about the 
worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British stock). 
Side 2: Talk on Britain’s economic crisis’ (recorded in 
1981). 

Tyndall Speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for nationalism’ (the intef- 
nationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (analysis of 
World War II). 

Tyndall Speaks III: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘Why we must repatriate’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Foundations of the national community’ 
(discourse on racial nationalism and its concepts of 
government and ciuzensnip). 

Tyndall Speaks IV: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on ‘The way to full employment’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘The racial time-bomb’ (A thorough 
demolition of the multi-racialist point of view and a 
warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if thé 
multi-racial éxperiment is not ended). 


Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 26p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH B.N.P. 
(Orders with cash to 9 Johnson Place, 
Norwich NR2 2SA) 


BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 
and party name and address in blue on white background. 
Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 
socials. 


Samples for £1 or packs at: £5/£10/£20 (incl. postage) 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


B.N.P BEER MAT 
See sample on right 


BNP, P.O. Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


‘White china coffee mugs with famous red, white and blue 

BNP logo on front and back. The mugs have a half-pint 
capacity, and fully washable and British-made. 
1-5 mugs at £2.25 each;.6-15 mugs at £2.00 each; 16- 
plus mugs at £1.75 each. Price does not include 
postage — please return postage cost on receipt of your 
parcel. 


x x OX 


Candour 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 


national finance. Subscription: £6.00 per year. 
Obtainable fra) Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 

Behind the News 


Highly informative newsletter, edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1E0, Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 1740. 
Behind the News is a ‘must’ for your reading table. 


The Truth at Last 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1. Write to: PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 
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NEW BUILDING FUND: 
£122.00 NEEDED! 


The total in contributions to the New Building Fund 
received over the last month is £38.50 — pretty poor, as 
most readers will probably agree. It seems that one good 
month is often followed by a bad one, as has been the 


case over August and September. 
This leaves us with £122.00 still to be raised to meet 
our target. Let’s try and raise this in October — it 


shouldn't be difficult. 


£5,000 
£4,000: 
£3,000 


£2,000 


if we do raise all the money this month we can close 


the fund. Please help us do it. Please mark all donations 


£1,000 


‘New Building Fund’ and send them to PO Box 117, 


Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


KEN WALSH 
His 12.1 per-cent shocked the opposition 


British Nationalist 
British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 42p (covering p&p). 
Subscription for 12 issues is £5.40 (British 
Isles) or £7.40 (overseas surface-mail). Bulk 
rates are as follows:- 


10 copies £2.50 + 87p post . 

25 copies £5.50 + £2.52 post 

50 copies £10.00 + £3.15 post 
100 copies £17.50 + £4.00 post 
150 copies £25.00 + £4.30 post 
200 copies £30.00 +4 £5.00 post 
300 copies £42.00 + £6.05 post 
400 copies £55.00 + £6.05 post 
500 copies £65.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £125.00 ) by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
Please keep orders and enquiries conceming 
British Nationalist totally separate from other 
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person of Ken Walsh, caused a major shock in 
the recent by-election in the St. Peter’s Ward 
of Tower Hamlets. The election, which took 
place on August 30th, was for a seat made 
vacant on Tower Hamlets Council by the 
death of the Liberal Democrat Council leader. 
Mr. Walsh achieved 275 votes, which came to 
12.1 per-cent of the poll. In doing so he 
thrashed the Tory candidate out of sight and 
succeeded in tipping the election in favour of 
Labour, who would have been beaten by the 
Liberal Democrats but for his intervention. 
The BNP would have won an even bigger 
vote had it not been for the success of the 
Liberal Democrats (temporary at least) in 
putting across a bogus ‘racist’ image to the 
electorate by making a few BNP-style noises. 
Gradually, however, the voters of Tower 
Hamlets are beginning to see through this, and 
the Liberals are fast losing votes to the BNP. 
Not that Labour were disposed to show any 
gratitude to the BNP for letting them in. Ken 
Walsh’s vote was immediately greeted by a 
tirade of hate from the local Labourites. 


VEHICLE FUND 


Last month’s total in contributions to the 
BNP Vehicle Fund amounted to a mere £41 — a 
big drop from previous months. We now have 
to raise a further £566 to reach our target of 
£1,200. Let’s try and do much better this 
month! 

The money is needed to pay for the new 
motor van recently purchased by BNP Head- 
quarters. The money for the new van was 
raised by means of a loan from two London 
branches, which must be repaid. 


Subscription rates up 


Most readers will be aware that there has been a 
rise in postage charges. This means an increase in 
subscription rates. The new rates can be found on 
page 15. 


Dramatic BNP poll success 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY, in the 


Labour group leader on the Council Phil 
Maxwell was quoted in the local paper as 
saying of the BNP performance: “It’s very 
disturbing. This is a worrying trend that has 
got to be dealt with.” He was not quoted as 
saying what he meant by “‘dealt with.” 

This enormously encouraging BNP result 
comes on top of an almost equally good result 
by Steven Smith in the Park Ward of the same 
borough a few weeks previously, when he 
polled 130 votes (8.4 per-cent) in a smaller and 
less favourable area. 

These results indicate two certain things: 
firstly that the abysmal electoral period which 
was experienced by the nationalist movement 
in the 1980s now looks like coming to an end, 
and nationalism seems to stand poised for a 
dramatic come-back at the polls in Britain; 
secondly, that the BNP has undoubtedly 
become the leading nationalist party and the 
one that provides the best hope for electoral 
success in the future. 

Spearhead sends its congratulations to Ken 
Walsh and all the team of party workers in the 
East End who contributed to his success. 


PREPARE TO STAND BY THESE MEN! 


THIS MONTH we ask all readers to stand by 
to help six members and supporters of 
Glasgow BNP who are due to appear in court 
on the 1st October on various charges arising 
out of an affray between the BNP and 
members of the Socialist Workers’ Party. 
The affair began back in January of this year 
when BNP member Normar Murray was 
recognised and viciously assaulted by a mob of 
SWP thugs at a local railway station. Glasgow 
BNP immediately decided to mobilise a squad 
of men to visit the SWP and indicate to them 
that this kind of thing would not be tolerated. 
Shortly afterwards it was ascertained that an 
SWP meeting was to take place in the city ina 
few hours’ time. The short notice resulted in 
the BNP being manned at less than its usual 
strength. However, 11 able-bodied young men 
were mustered, and these proceeded to the 
SWP meeting. When they arrived, the reds, 
feeling they had the numerical advantage, 
immediately attacked them. The BNP lads, 


however, put up a furious fight and eventually 
sent their opponents packing, with a good few 
bruises inflicted on them in retribution for the 
attack on Norman Murray. 

Six BNP men now face charges as a result, 
namely Eric Brand, Ian McMillan, Norman 
Murray, Brian Ross, Craig Chapman and 
Derek Stevenson. One of the charges is that 
one SWP supporter was lifted bodily and put 
through a car windscreen. 

At the time that we go to the printers it is not 
known what the result of the charges will be. 
However, should they result in fines for the 
BNP men it will be up to party supporters all 
over the country, and not just in Glasgow, to 
help meet the bill. 

Donations should be marked ‘for fines’ and 
sent to Glasgow BNP at PO Box 85, Glasgow 
G3 8UL. 

These lads are in the front line in a war for 
the British people that is being fought on our 
streets. They deserve your help! 


Manfred Roeder 
invited to rally 


The distinguished German patriot Manfred 
Roeder has been invited by the British 
National Party to come to Britain to address 
the BNP’s annual rally on October 13th. Mr. 
Roeder has accepted, though a certain lobby 
in this country headed by Mr. Greville Janner, 
MP, is doing its best to get him barred from 
entry into the country. Let’s hope they fail! 

Mr. Roeder has recently completed a nine- 
year prison sentence in Germany after being 
‘framed’ for an offence against Vietnam 
refugees in which he was in no way involved. 

Mr. Roeder is also scheduled to be the guest 
speaker at a dinner in London organised by the 
BNP in collaboration with the Historical 
Review Press. See our advert on the right. 


MEETING BAN 
FOILED IN 
MANCHESTER 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY defeated yet 
another attempted meeting ban when it held a 
northern activists’ seminar in Manchester on 
September 23rd. 

An original booking of a hotel room had been 
cancelled some days before after threats against the 
management. An alternative room was found but 
members were forced to vacate this after the hotel 
owners had been delivered a bomb-threat by tele- 


phone. Thereupon the party took to the open air and — 


held the seminar in a nearby street. About 70-75 
were in attendance. A more detailed report, with 
illustration, will appear in British Nationalist. 


HUMBUG SEIZES 


THE HIGH GROUND 
(Contd. from page 6) 


present Middle Eastern confrontation the 
pattern is no different. Once again, Britain is 
preparing to take military action which may 
lead to the sacrifice of untold numbers of her 
best young men, not in a moral crusade on 
behalf of right against wrong, but as part of a 
ruthless exercise in realpolitik. Again, 
however, the realpolitik does not even have 
the virtue of being a British one, conceived 
and executed for British national purposes. It 
is an alien one conceived for alien purposes. 
No good will come of it, and that is why the 
true patriots of this country should oppose it 
for all they are worth. 


Postscript 

Subsequent to the composition of this 
article and its setting into type, it has been 
revealed (Daily Mail, September 21st) that 
President Bush was warned of the impending 


Iraqi invasion of Kuwait three days before it 


occurred. But, said the Mail report, “‘...the 
White House turned a blind eye to the alert 
and nothing was done.”’ This revelation gives 
added credence to the quoted speculation by 
Ivor Benson when he said: “the more likely 
explanation is that the attack was known to be 
pending, could have been prevented, but was 
deliberately permitted to proceed.” 


LONDON DINNER 
Friday, October 12th, in the evening 
Speaker and guest of honour:- 


MANFRED ROEDER 


Tickets £14 each, available from BNP, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
Rendezvous details will be given on tickets. Gentlemen are requested to wear 
suits and ladies to come in attire similarly appropriate to the occasion. 


Contact your local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organised into active units extending over most of the areas 
of the United Kingdom. Below we give a list of the main units:- 


NORTH WEST LONDON 


PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


NORTH WALES 
PO Box 3, Llangefni, Anglesey L77 7UY 


LEICESTER 
‘a oe PAR PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, NOTTINGHAM : 
London E2 7BZ O Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 
WEST NOTTS. 
T STNE ST LONDON 3XX PO Box 5, Eastwood, Notts. NG16 3RN 
PETERBOROUGH 
ie evens te On 3DW PO Box 211, Peterborough, Cambs. PE3 8JE 
HILLINGDON BIRMINGHAM _ 
PO Box 275, Uxbridge, PO Box 771, Great Barr,, 
Middlesex UB10 8 Birmingham B44 9LZ 
BARKING & DAGENHAM LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 12, Dagenham, Essex RM10 7HE PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
WEST KENT. MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 
EAST KENT LEEDS & BRADFORD 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch. PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
eee Comoe HUDDERSFIELD 
EPPING FOREST PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN WAKEFIELD 
SUFFOLK PO Box 101, Wakefield WF2 9XY 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham DARLINGTON 
NORFOLK PO Box 61, Darlington, Co. Durham DL3 9RD- 
9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA TYNE & WEAR 
MILTON KEYNES PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 
PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, EDINBURGH 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ PO Box 719, NWDO, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 
sg a GLASGOW | 
Se eo ae gad PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 
| PAISLEY 
SOUTH WALES PO Box 72, Paisley, Renfrew PA2 0BH 


DUNDEE 
PO Box 161, Dundee DD1 9YR 


The BNP also has units in Richmond-on-Thames, Bromley (Kent), Newmarket, Colchester, 
Reading, Gloucestershire, Bristol, Hertfordshire, Bedford, Stourbridge, North Notts., Newark, 
Mansfield, Grantham, Bolton & Bury, Warrington, Rochdale, Blackpool, Hull, Halifax, 
Dewsbury, Batley, York, Tees-side, Sunderland, Stirling, Fife, Aberdeen and Inverness. If you 
_ want to make contact with any of these units, or start a new unit, please write to BNP Head Office 

at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
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BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY ANNUAL RALLY 


CENTRAL LONDON 
Saturday, October 13th, in the afternoon 


Assemble for redirection: outside Friends House, Euston Road, 1-2 p.m. 


Speakers will include: JOHN TYNDALL, RICHARD EDMONDS, DAVID BRUCE 
& others 


And this year’s special guest-speaker from Germany-:- 


MANFRED ROEDER 


We remind everyone that this event is not a BNP-members-only one; nationalists 
of all party affiliations and of none will be welcome. The party only reserves the 
right to exclude particular persons whose presence at the meeting may be thought 
to be prejudicial to good order. This would of course include all anti-nationalist 
elements. 


The rally will be followed by an evening social, with details to be announced on the day 


GOOD | RALLY IN WOLVERHAMPTON 


THE PICTURE ON THE LEFT shows BNP leader John 
Tyndall speaking at an outdoor rally in Wolverhampton on 
September 22nd. The rally was attended by approximately 100 
people, overwhelmingly from the Midlands. It passed without 
incident — after massive opposition had been promised, a 
pathetic 25-30 reds turned out, and these were kept, for their 
own safety, well away from the BNP by a large police presence 
in the town. 

The rally was highly successful in as much as it generated a 
huge amount of local press publicity before the event, mainly 

.due to the promise of the opposition to prevent it being held. 

East Midlands Organiser John Peacock also spoke at the 
rally, which the police limited to only half an hour’s duration. 
Birmingham Organiser Keith Axon was chairman. 

The rally was then followed by an equally successful indoor 
meeting at a pub near Dudley. Again John Tyndall and John ` 
Peacock spoke, this time mainly about ways of promoting the 
BNP in the Midlands. An excellent collection raised £140. 

These rallies followed a refusal by Wolverhampton Council 
to allow the BNP the hire of a hall in the town. 


Send 30p for information pack te:- 


P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING 
KENT DA16 3DW 


(Telephone enquiries to 061 316 4721) 
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